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“EEeTS T, REET T s B T @ IR | i SR
TYTTAET A TTAT WSYHT @07 81| AT AEel SqFe A A
AUl oot GaraT | =TS AR SIS BT AH AT T |

AT AT AT AT HSUHT HROT AAa el e ==ormr ar
TR, UWE, WM AfEERT YA ARE A =) gt eamr sasr afed
THAETHT SEUHI §aT T AT TAFRAER A e WAl T AgHE
A=A AU BTAUNCIBEE el qUdfey el ASAFN STcha=al Ui o
HATRT F(AST ATS THq ATAYTHAT Hegd 9T | JPRIvaiel ~arels &ade, et
Td QAT et A1y I&hT ARhe®g GFIe M HrH! TIH e ared |
AT AT ARNMAEEAS GFIHT FHaH] €T o AT Aty
B | 9o W U W gewd YAl U W&l SAe uger At AmewEy
Groge T AT SAeaEd EEETE IARR T AT SR SR s R
MY I T AR Fqe I TEAT a9 Tl |

FEA: AT GEA WTH D] AN AEHART AR AEARI g ol
TY| TAUE AERMA ATIRAT ®IH A@EA T g T g1 HEE® TgT X
TWIHE T AER A% ARGS9 3Fd g, dwedl dAEy o9 Aeid
APH(EE B [HEHBT I IUAF T ATAEAART AT IgT I, AT qg
forerep, ST, QogRy aeref =ar T Al waree! R ANE B ww |

=ATTHI J.B. Tomas HT HATAR ~ATATHEE UILT GFAIT THITIAHT FI&I HTHT
PR IABE AT AT A &t WC qH [ET A ATET FaER T |

"We form a particular group in the community. We comprise a select part of an
honorable profession. We are entrusted, day after day, with the exercise of considerable power. Its
exercise has dramatic effects upon the lives and fortunes of those who come before us. Citizens
cannot be sure that they or their fortunes will not some day depend upon our judgment. They will

not wish such power to be reposed in anyone whose honesty, ability or personal standards are
questionable. It is necessary for the continuity of the system of law as we know it, that there are
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standards of conduct, both in and out of court, which are designed to maintain confidence in those
expectations.""

AMF AER AMMF FAq-AqET Feaf-ad @ 9fF 211 aeqa: ~arardereEs!
ATEROT Ul AT AT e WA A IHEETS TAdAT A7 Tl Y NG
B TARF AEE TEAERT § SAETiEee AR JoRated g

qag | a9 A

Holding judges to the highest standards of conduct is not flattery but their part of the
bargain in which the public has granted them independence.®

E  AERET P SAAERA: AN T AR B BT A
g 9N @O AERI WU Ud AR GRdd! TR Jeedgd T ATE
TgEE HYh B9 cUaRd] TRUA! G| R AERUE] Wl FEE IFAE Weh A gAdd
TS EETEETe B G| CAUTY HATA AATAHT AERUHT FAEE FAATNT T
Fach gaWear dfRed uiH g "ag, a1 dohlcd] WIS A gl T [HIEHeT
9 & TFgl BR ¥ et TR Feers g T % et T Seagd wifeT we
I B AIIEUE SHEERl G e B U BE ot wEed R e | qenty
“AARTHT TIER T AR G AT @ATg = WA =AE SdEr 3oa
A feguet gar A fa Jeerg 9fq At =hie A aeg T aedwn aH
Treferd =IrEreeT T = aReg S § B T e |

AT e WAHA I AEIREESR  ATOE WUEl AR 9eh Uh
AT BT G| AATHTSIR WETHT T&T a1 ATFAT AITATHT T8« T I aaariiers
AT ol e 9!, STeed! Afaed e’ TWH], ATEead GAEH a1 38a9
T, ASTATS TAHT AT AT GFI a1 950 HEA TEH], A, T a1 A
TR TEUH AT AR TR Gl AERGES T IEE ArdeeEd- 7 7
=TT & Fer 7 F T A e W qRO e Hedd, % THAIEE SohT WAEedrs
TG M0 | Ie® Pl WU, AEer WU 99 <1 sqaed] ey e o=
g | NI frErE TRUHT FRO A INEEAS BT Weal BieT TIH TSaE
7 Gfeed Fauie T aresie qAERE e Fuig T afwr Rguwr e et
et ~AAREES AEET BT 93 A Gaaid g Sl grg | S AeeE s
TITAAIAF Ol e ATIFE WAL Td FAeT FEH T gog q AT haelrar
AR FoqeTd, TG T SAERHAT SR Wb A1 ARl S

1 J.B. Thomas, JUDICIAL ETHICS IN AUSTRALIA, Sydney, Law Book Company, 1988 p.7
X Cyntnia Gray, AVOIDING THE APPEARNCE OF IMPROPRETY : WITH GREAT POWER COMES GREAT
RESPONSIBILITY, Vol. 28, Ark. Little Rock L. Rev 63, 101 (Fall 2005)
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“If you don't trust the judge, you don't trust what he or she decides; if you don't trust what
he or she decides, you either will not obey it or more likely, you will turn to political branches on
which that decision was based or keep judges entirely away from the issue"*

1.R I T AR amE: ey e

e e =mE Fw W el T wmerE uge ' Ruan e
THRTAATAR. a1 RIS HATs T9 Aeed [RUHT &9 79 g | eeed =a
T TS FHded G U BN BT FABNAHETHA == TRl G| TaT a0 sqaed
T Wit ferdesr BRor vy e afger wfa efimriar ww T @ S gawest
o Biem 98 A YOI ST AT SAEEHT (SEs 9V WHUST ) wedl aradr
BAUE AR AT saaeareE US| EETaR TAide BRI TS, oo
VI, T, @ ATEel AT | ¢ =, BEew e wegey gaue 9 RE
Fﬂﬁwﬁwﬁ%@ﬁmal Wﬁwm (RamaJois)@fﬁﬁ:fFﬂﬁTIT
EH FH-aq AEAEEAls SAaedd TIH Teqd TWUHT g | * Fef o saaedeeds
AT TEQA TRUSHT G| T AATNH] AXAA IRAT AR T, THbT 9. W3 A
qHuHT

ASTIYTIRTIS TgHITE e |
AR H e Heaid R | |
foaresitaa o gegfa W wa
feremrfd FEqEATd Wiieardeq d&qa: | |

FATq HTAHT AR 2w T e e e ITevwar I, qebeme, fwem
T I WS AT T4, 98 T FHAAT ICPE | WUST T AIE BRATGIR] FeawHl
FIAH] FAN T G T ST T A T G cafherd § gae v Fes
“ﬁ@qﬁl Wwﬁmg:r AT
TS q et war Hgsard gedferr |
SHAERYL oG ¥ IRBT: EAEd | |
AT FTT: FHeiT: FeAE: |

Nancy Gertner, JUDGING JUDGES' ETHICS : TO SPEAK OR NOT TO SPEAK : MUSINGS ON JUDICIAL
SILENCE, 32 Hofstra L. Rev. 1147, 1149 (Summer 2004)

¢ IR GEqET: WAL YT @R ANEEH (Y Aegeues Fel waqed wdiq Aferw sl earedn uf
TRUHT G| T, B.R. Agrawala, OUR JUDICIARY, Iind ed. New Delhi 1996 at p 8.

* Justice Rama Jois, LEAGL AND CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY OF INDIA, Universal Publishing Co. Pvt. Ltd.
1984 at pp. 494-497
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BIH Feh RATE I TAeEH 74 F |

FHEAT SAheedls ol AAEDH] T/ FIh Tdey Ao SICAT ASTIHAT
IHUST T:

SIARIY gHY Ah AT g |
THITET W ~AeTearacited: | |
JRTalag, o Teh e agHan: | |
T ¥ e = FahTar BT
wafq Ugar =afh W (%) “AE BRAE (Fufd Fqer) T ad quiq ww
T F THET Seg, (@) S gEve EEE (@EEd) g, (1) S FE S
(TR, o § () S A Aaead g (FAaemaadted) § A s
A I § T TG 98 T JhIMAD] TUl ALTIT T G, Iedl SAfhells ol a1
TMET THH! AN I T |
HEADAS U Al AAET AN ] WA odeh TNl g
ATATERETHT ATAATHT AT FHICATT TAG:
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UHIT At = fAurq w5 [
EAT FETE: HA FARTE |
Faiq Fraeeedr Fewrdr @it TS A (FHAEHT) qEAT, T, T,
ST T AWEred T9UHT Sh WO T9g | 9 had BIAHT U3l Aarh!
A AR TN F, A T Gl I o e | a@d qoel g9 9 e
SfthaTs ~aTaTedeTs! qEer s T |
A T FASR O el 3 Tideeel Uk e, Al ARl gerdear
Al 8% BT AP G| A gL
TAT Tagecd gH |9 TAAAs T
e A T FHArd [geaa auEa: ||

¥ See also B.R. Agrawala supra note 4 at p 9.
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s Tafa & 991 P FEdadl | (eT)
wofq W& A AT g haell T wAmndirens FEEe we cafie)
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TG | S A€ WG
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P ARTH HTT @USHT U Ileaiad | © giders! Al Hraauedr AHed i
T TRY a7 TG, 9= B MG T8 9o G samer g1 i gar § 9 4@
AT MRS ATIRST T WA TGEd TNl UG | Al WA e
FAEEH] AT T AUH AERBT WU ALIITHT HAAT qraids gl A
oaeaar ¥ =9 feRe! W@ aeHars sl daed dEaaed dcied Hecddl ard
eCh] TS+ | gared ASTad 9 HUUle gared dAeTade! ar M- =i A
T IAERET FHEUd TA qeHET Th qAT Telide® @l efhual v g
FHTTHT ABNANT TAHHT SeD] Tl GIUTHT T
gt afs = ¥gag
Al FHIETTEg AT JIEH
FHT 91 ALOTHE] AL A
ATIACTT o= d TE G
& vAEE wHarg e R uw, 6. [EeE qeen v 4 9gd T
=T AThATe Al AT W, AWE, TEWE, 3, e, @ae sE, g,
ATAM, AW A FAOAAEAlE W 99 | e fem afew, swE@er 3
FHacguide! MEMIET A TUEE B T qaag WD F |

It is the inner strength of Judges alone that can save the judiciary. The life of a Judge does not
really call for great acts of self-sacrifice; but it does insist upon small acts of self-denial almost

every day.”

1.3 AT T AR A€ T 9

e AT B e Bfemedr sed g At oA o
qreafis oaTede® Aoy | A aei A Sed wrEed A ge u e |
ARG AT 9 WA G0 ¥ A9 ATAR O Gl Alfedl T qHbTars
TAHGHT AT | TEaeAT HaT (Moses) < 710 T4 sdfh Acda T AM-alTere T9Ue!
BAUE WA SAETEAT g9 T[0Tl B DT IE7E "You should ... look for able men

among all the people, men who fear God, men of truth, who are not avaricious . . ." (Exodus

19:21) U <A TAAT YA AIHUST ARHIH HIE (Justinian Code), THHT Mg
e (Twelve Tables of Rome) T Sferet=aTeT T ?’ﬂ'{lﬁaﬁ EAE] (Code of Hammurabhi) T
SIS WA WAh AT e A-qH FAF T GeAH Tl Hed g Bl
Wie TRu# G| e Aftaw G HE g ¥ Eds JEr gt T gar a9
T ageas! Mol o qemer 7 T Faers waEed eiEE TR e B e

9

B.R. Agrawala, supra note 4 at p 33
S S.P. Gupta v. President Of India And Ors (1982) 2 SCR 365
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T AR e A T ATEE AT G HAA WS [GUST AT | TR AR
Fraia A BT =T 99 Brarhn [ g 6 Fers TiHR T e
AALIHA AR G¥al-gd gt Aemssl @gdm o 9 s THAS
THER B g X dEh! Huda aeEe wrEr geiamn oy gefamn sed wamndrers
AT AR | ©

AT T ERE g4 FEAAT AT Fouerarers. aeqeq weeaqt T g
AT SE@NSEg | T AFAAETE 9 AT oW O Feaear fgusr i)
“AATRNTHT T WFT WCAT TET A qgT B gaT 0 afqarder afiee
ThagTater 3 e o e | qFCTcl U HETHT TS A GARE g W
TET AN I AT HET e W |MUT (Recuse) HUE, W | AX U
SATFASH] JATAHT TARTR GG ATHT WA [ae, AN 9 Herar s
Tard WUAT WO ISl W OWET B g4 WA | qwd =i weiw aREdrers e
AT 3Ud SISy AT WECT HAHH Hewd ([3UH! 5 |

RGN GET T qH0eA F9 AU A M AR 9 wdeq /A e
Sl AR U B A FHAAs TBHR TUH g | Al Ahdls 9 o 987 A7
E) ar ﬁ_:! I (Giving one what he deserves is justice- Aristotle) B9 A1 = uree 9
SOt AT g A G 9T BT GG A T | q9d wAarhd qEe
el ufeearey T ) wreefar FAEd ATE U Eg edus | g4 svieE S
AERATE =% ARy AR I AERS Seifed €O TRIUEHT 9 e |

.Y Wedeg €9 e AR Ao

=AM AT == T WRdeg AR 4R qEvas ue o gde; A gie
ATEHA T G F FA AT 9 T=w A aeg | e AR USer e & ww
TATE ATHTEATHT AT e T grg Weie® U G| AR YeaH faeg 9 g
TF UM TG TEHT AR ey AT WA | AT ArEel g g et
aERT §X SOOI W TS g | A9, AR AR A e e
THET & AT THES AH T TN | gred Ul geg | GRdmel T8 e
ferepTaes g T ATETS Althel A WwaT el A=ue oA o B srdeg e
AT WRAHTH IS G| ABAE AU AR ATIRH! TSl AAH HAH T

¢ S.J. Bulsara, THE LAWS OF ANCIENT PERSIANS, Bombay, 1937 available at http://www.parstimes.com/law/
ancient persia_laws.html accessed on 10.04.2020

1% Richard E. Flam, HISTORY OF AND PROBLEMS WITH THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL DISQUALIFICATION
FRAMEWORK 58 Drake L. Rev 751, 753(2010)
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B W A WEF GOH A GHH T GOl THETHT g T YW T WA e
TG | R W W WA AERET YeA ey TR qg e wmeef fegak ag
prg | Y HIAH! RAHO HAT G359 T ARERT T Aol a8y AR
Tiearsh! el uf IE IT9T WIH T GEANT TG | FAhE IoEicad! Mivd AR
T3S WETAT Wl B A ARAE AEH! AT WA AT AU W T TEaT dRed
IfehT T Gl Sy WeEE 9 g |

AMUF AERH ARAHO HeId: TRAST Ie¥Ie® I0 g %) Aedrhord
SATATRIES TAMTETAT § ATES T TG0 A Faes F g1 99 g7 Tew
FASY @) TTA AAAAHTIET AMeXAE o T THE AT TEdT HAGE TG AT
BId grg w7 ARG T UHNaled SEAD] Ta-Adls TUd TG Aq89T Y&
T ) FiedTel TR i =i ae THu AR [HoweE & g T
FeEate ¥ AUE Tgrg F O LT W TEET aqeg; 9l YeRHr A€
SHETYROTRT WIRBIHC TS dedd: AR Wi wHaer  afidg T T ow)
FAAHTEETS IJHEEHT AH! FAHEEaN FASe ATl aaeRr THae e |
T BET ATRATS AR €U TqHT AT 987 T a9 09 U9 A=Ay
TATEHT T B T4 W FF T HIGT T G |
THNHMT &1 %Y A A TFE (Howard Taft) I FUELAWT 3¥Y F< TIT
SHFEATAThT WUHT B | AT cAaedTerd warendieEEhT il gl JRtEet T g (A
proper guide and reminder for judge) T AT T JGHT HATAITIE FRIGIHT @J"f EZEIl]
TG | 8/ 1Ry BT AEREFH SATES GRATST TS ARSI UhIRuaer
929R AT "Code of Judicial Conduct” &g ATART T=AT| & 1220 AT AT AERAT 49
TRATSE T AT AR STa€dT (ABA Model Code) ST WUHT | @& di=@er

1 WEEEET A TR AT HUEEArs B Self-regulatory function, assertive function, public confidence function

and government control function ¥ =T TH ESN %T‘E\T{{ Jaclyn Neo and Helena Wahlen-Bridge, A Judicial

Code of Ethics: Regulating Judges and Restoring Public Confidence in Malaysia, in Richard Devlin & Adam Dodek
(eds.), REGULATING JUDGES: BEYOND INDEPENDENCE AND ACCOUNTABILITY (Edward Elgar, 2016)
https://papers.ssm.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3152142 accessed 8.04.2020.

R Al AERER SIS W 9 9209 T 99\ AT uiF TRt O, a¥ =arEfd wafted (Judge Landis)
A AR FEAE A e BETAT GHIH AGAAD] BHER qA WG (TE Hrrs

Moonlighthing #f=g) @R AT #T@¥d® AWUA| TH™ Benjamin B.Strawn, DO JUDICIAL ETHICS
CANONS AFFECT PERCEPTIONS OF JUDICIAL IMPARTIALITY, 88B.U.L. Rev. 781, 786 (June 2008)



AE AR T AT AR RIS qeaaT | ¢

THE FIVE CANONS OF ABA MODEL CODE DIRECTED JUDGES TO :
1) Uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary
2) Avoid impropriety and appearance of impropriety in all of the judge's activities.
3) Perform the duties of judicial office impartially and diligently
4) So conduct the judge's extra judicial activities as to minimize the risk of conflict with
judicial abligation, and
5) refrain from inappropriate political activity

=i R dfears e [fEq sifeemr aiewn O v @ e ae
G @ | A TR SN AT RN AR R AT qAr ATHET
T TF YELHN BIE H ABdl-as Gheedr wodr | B B qemer SR
A% TAqAATIEEGT WTCI'{?@'J WIae®are IHd GHCT A HUH Bangalore
Principles of Judicial Conduct IR EIAT FIH TLHHH] ANF 9T QTS IR
AT ATHET WUHETE AER Gfedie! e o6 fFgeard arad | T fafa e
g |

9.4 AEFITH ST

“RE AR o1 B AR HAd: HITHT ATITA A S 0 & 8|
wiEdl faafareE s T AER (Bthics) S #ITA AemESl HA @wd g sus
gy | TRl ARAH UM Gied o BOVEEHEdH] YIE H9Ed o TPl Judicial
Process ©Ts ATSTHHAT THTAL TRTHT G| AT TEAHHA Avaiid HIAT T AMMAH AR
(Legal and Judicial Ethics) 1 HEAIT FLAT <&l §rgg | AT U legoetl FHIAAT
BIART AT B favafaaradg®e =A% AR (legal ethics) @G EdH  qEAT
AA YIS T TSTHAAT AL TH 5+ |

R0&Y AT ~ARTARTEEH] AT Fellel AR Wfedh! ATHET TIDT T
AFBHR BT Ted N AFIAeEars ~ATATdeh] saadid Ud saRkhad Siaqd 3ar]
AU ATALTH AUH] | AER GRdel [Fgeardt aradrears Afier e SR a
AT q W6l 6 g, qericds e @ fuueeard 98 eRusr @, %
FHEdT UATZAEE eUh HUHT G, & HEdl [FAAGe® ARTATHT AT q7F ®ISA AaAHDH
A AWET G T A AEEar FE0 TEET TRUH G A A AEedE aibl
| I WEA ASHATHI ARG AERE Feeiead e A= dedrel e
AT UM gEd URANT B FikE ARuEA gl e TEET ¥ ogE wed g %
AMF AR AATNTEEATS ATMEAHE FRATEH] GFh! a7 TUSHS ATCAEEH|
YUE WA 2gd T8 A IAgEd HalE T AfpEiR Adw W arure #|
T AIATHT HAAT TR TR IREHIEEH AH TEAAA T A% SORETE,
AT TN ST, SAIHT GHIT G AMAg THAT “ATATEDT AHHT, ARTATHA T
TG AT T T T I FaeR, A% Eardhl S ¥ q@Ehe sl Areears
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9 THEURT | UREge G AT SARTEeEEd] AR Giedl R0 & WH GHICUHT
e T cager diegm ool yeda TRUH! g1 UREgE g A A, GEH T STE
R AT FAW T WASHT [T e Tenge W, FAE guR, IEER e
T FAE AT HIAIT Geadl Tedgears Sierd TOaT Io: == T Al
Al e ARRET B HIEE MRUE gl S AERE gahd & a9
AT % FHEa A AU, aEdan JEad, O IRIEeNaasT gEeead Madeed
FI4 T, e 98 31 w7 T afomiwamda deae s s SeHr agadiEa
ffr T =l dur REreest wHges dgieiar 4 U gl W emEa
ALTTATE A& ool T ARG d T3 Hliad MTH F |

9.§& IR AT

TEIA AT HAQ: WAL, FHIA, [Eqsh, TAUHH], AORCNTIqHT G eHr
AR g | O arfiees! Rake@ qeggs Juel avedar e T8 egrear T e
T MNUHT G| @F @Y AAENEEH] AER dedl TR T HEA GFag TUH
a1 @ dfeas Refeedr 9 e w8 ww Sheafea wEvad FEEAs 9
TEQA AT GARCUHT | A YEAd AR HHAAT FA waA AAAT A

Empirical Study TRU#HT S |




TR
e TG T =AM IO

.9 v waw

I e | | oA R e Bl | £ | B | E IR R B | Te S R I T E S Y
ANRE GAHT G FEEEE WRed! AT FY HAAE A FGY AME ARSI
T W U AIREHT B g | a FEl FAMUH TAdeAdr T SeEed g4 =i
AERET o g 9o AgareT |re A e SHieual g B TE g A
qE ATE A TG e eg, “AIUIIHIH] TadeAdl AL @A T4 B T |

R RS S qeAd

AMAH FAq-AAT ~ATATLTH] FHAET UM Taeg qAars I &gl &=l
AUNEE g7 | AT ATHREFdl Teqeveed a1 HUHI [ Tl IIEnd /e
AfBRa fraeardt =} 44 ¥S F AR 9% A/ AHE 5

IS ARKAE AFT ARHER T Fdead! Feg T T F FegH wieEd
ANARTT T GHAAHT AT TEaaA X I AR UREN @y T A g
FEARH TF g1 g |

I AAEIEE TEeg GAAISH! 86 GHrEd I AdIaE A T Heae
gug W 9 Feheg | a8 Afy S TaeAdar ey Al duerd ghad 8
W TEQT TAAAAT AUV e AT Heied & | A T Adr dedd: I
= FeTETET (R e, 9UE A WmE T odfh ae hIEl Bigd, S 5
Gl

AAHEEFT AR Giedrel Ta=Aarers e M@ T Ty gand dAee
AR F: BT AET T Tog GIAEHT ARG JAM o ~ae Taa-ade!
TE €| A ATl SARBIa UF GRARIG © AT ~AEUIRIETh! Al gge T
e & Prarhe waee |

Judicial independence is a prerequisite to the rule of law and a fundamental guarantee of a fair
trial. A Judge shall therefore uphold and exemplify judicial independence in both its individual
and institutional aspects.

Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct

T AT AGHRD! [AFA AT AT U HEA A FqeL ANRE T AOHIE AR RERE Aeae
TeTaaHT g’ ¥(9) W FEEER TG G, Ta-A T qe] SAiedi W wearael WA IR
gl
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=M T T e wEEtad v a | Sardeeear deEw g
T FO® IERHT dgaR [grd (Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct) o TG AT
FHA TIHT S [QUPT G| AT AF T S AAAABID] SRS TATAA Y3
T IEEXNT T AT FH TG | A INe®H! qMATA &7 | HIART Fo9el TR AT
faferepT oTaTE W SIS g1 ArndieTers 9 T e 2R e | e
WG ¥ =AM TadeAdr 0 @hl ArdCareraeNA Y e WSS A (Sir

Gerard Brennan) ¥ |
The reason any judicial independence is of such public importance in that a free society
exists only so long as it is governed by the rule of law......... However vaguely it may be

perceived, however inarticulated may be the thought, there is an aspiration in the heart of all men
and women for the rule of law. That aspiration depends for fulfillment on the competent and
impartial application of the law by judges. In order to discharge that responsibility, it is essential

that judges be, and be seen to be, independent.'®

=A% TEA-AAD] FU TN AFGL IgT T Bl 2 T30 Aol greg, TAhI
Y IR BRI TIq=7 A= 81| AT qeaHl =AU Tqq=aal Al TS
TTchaTe Taa=adr 9 81| 8. 92’6 IRT T fFma: 00w Ty Ul —amdierdTer
TAG=ATHT S A T, AT BTAAMRIHT T AR TadeAarhl @i+ 8|
@ &R a0 W aRE 9O dEEdl dENR ARl SAEuidd AT
HRATHTEE AT Ted T & AYHT | 0¥ BT AEerufe; A Tad=adrab!
TUT AT ST TRHMAT A=ad el T9ar Fel faeee <l T s
FAAT AT A GodedUH! JAIEqT G| AT AT GEdH JAIHT BT T
e wiithere =araaifersTars Had wqae Teg < =E g dthl 7 g |

Judges should not defer to expressions of parliamentary opinion or decide cases with a view to
either defer to expressions of parliamentary opinion or decide cases with a view to either earning
parliamentary approbation or avoiding parliamentary censure. They must also plainly ensure that
their impartiality is not undermined by any other association, whether professional, commercial,
personal or whatever."

- Lord Bringam of Cornhill, Lord Chief justice of England'®

European Network of Council of the Judiciary (ENCJ) o e TAAAATATS.
HATHE (subjective) T AEAME (objective) T Ts ANHMEE Wi TH A(cbd AAHI T |
Subjective NI F=eRld  AITEIRE EIA ~AAUIIHATE GFATET  BETHTETE GRaT
TITEE 9 objective AT A=A ATHT IS T TqTH AAGEEH] A% Td=al
Tl gROT A q3g | aeqes T ATCHNS ~AIde Taa-aAdid] ATIevedh! va-adl
ENCJ & I&dl 99T &

1 Gerard Breman, Chief Justice of Australia, 'Judicial Independence, The Australian Judicial Conference, 2 Nov. 1996
Canbera at www.hcourt.gov.au
W Bringam of Cornhill, Judicial Independence, Judicial Studies Board, Annual Lecture 1996 at www.Jsboard.co.uk
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The indicators of the objective independence of the Judiciary as a whole fall into the following
categories: (1) legal basis of independence, (2) organizational autonomy of the Judiciary, (3)
funding of the Judiciary, and (4) management of the court system.

The indicators of the objective independence of the individual judge concern: (1) human resource
decisions about judges, (2) irremovability of judges, (3) procedures that are in place in the event of
a threat to individual judicial independence, and (4) internal independence of the Judiciary.

The indicators of the subjective independence of the Judiciary and the individual judge are about:
(1) independence as perceived by society in general, (2) independence as perceived by court users

at all levels, and (3) independence as perceived by judges themselves. '

P TEaAAT SATET S ATIAIET WiddT ST T FATAIRIETRT A
qihET 9 graftad fawa 811 seTedeed FAMde TaaeAdl STl grafen!
AT o §37 S% A AR A T A G I | A TEdeAd 9%

Lord Woolf &l &I ¥ATg TN EX Eill A+, “the independence of the Judiciary is
not the property of the Judiciary, but a commodity to be held by the Judiciary in trust for the

public.”® TATINTEE T@TAAIES T T FIEAA ATIRT WX HLHI Hequ I
AL, TAIaH Aheed! AR Togd A IAged SaEe GFE arde |
IEE AR TIAT M| TEdT AAAEEF e AAATS A I STeddl
qf '@%‘T | SATEATHT [T Justice Frankfurter < q TTERT TYHAT SUH TR GO

The Court's authority...... possessed of neither the purse nor sword....ultimately rests on

sustained public confidence in its moral sanction. Such feeling must be nourished by the court's
complete detachment, in fact and in appearance, from political entanglements and by abstention

from injecting itself into the clash of political [forces] in political settlement.

F  TEAdHT FA TET UGS AEEEEI 9R6¥ W Wy RuS
SAAUTCTBTH] TATAAH] “AERAT Rglrdee o R fieds | =i caqeade
YO q BTG F YA TR O WA A W cAaRdd g @
AT U ATHGHET TG TTNGHT T HAGeEh] HITTANH FHoqear T T B
Feao, AT T, TAE, JFATES, TFHT AT BEALT R T HAAT e REUH G
FoeaT HeedqUl B4, ATEAICHS BRAE §T AACAE ARE AN FEd
AR eREA HE & WH T TEHN G T B TenH, oaRd T
“AATeTRT BREAer B ST FA ATEIH BIE TG AT TGO B A B
TEATS g UHT @Afarad A HEEE STHRh Y& RS F |

% Europen Network of Councils for the Judiciary, INDEPENDENCE AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF THE JUDICIARY,
2013-2014 p.5, para 1

1° Isha Tirkey, JUDICIAL ACCOUNTABILITY IN INDIA: Understanding and Exploring the Failures and Solutions to
Accountability CCS Working Paper no 247, 2011, p 5

= Bakerv. Carr, (1962) 369 US 186

1% UN BASIC PRINCIPLES ON INDEPENDENCE OF THE JUDICIARY, 1985
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UN BASIC PRINCIPLES ON INDEPENDENCE OF THE JUDICIARY
"The Judiciary shall decide matters before it impartiality, on the basis of facts and in accordance
with the law, without any restrictions, improper influence, inducements, pressures, threats or
interferences, direct or indirect, from any quarter or for any reason."
Everyone shall have the right to be tried by ordinary court or tribunals using established
procedures. Tribunals that do not use the duly established procedures of the legal process shall not
be created to displace the jurisdiction belonging to the ordinary courts or judicial tribunals.
The principle of independence of the judiciary entitles and requires the judiciary to ensure that
judicial proceedings are conducted fairly and that the rights of the parties are respected.

R TIAAd AGTeAd ATFAT (oueq Hwrarha Wy T ot 81 g aefAr ar
FraEef W BeT HETT W 9 2 % GfEue T SrEe e " A W W
Blea | AT HAHAT GAUHE T BN G AT g WAy q9iy Feeaen
WA ~AATHTEEe AqeTS AT Ts T gl | AT 6ol Bl qeemar
SAENH AM HHIFES MEAAE 1220 HI TAHAT ABANAD TG ATAIHT Tal
T T AHAT FoETE GUF AqFeedl AuH Taa-Aab! fafd Hedl g WAl S
Raa weg W See=de A% SeiEadd o of 99 R09R AT WF TR U3l
AR Wed T UA JATHT FATT AIHEEA T BMCN G gAEE O
AIAqeE] TAAAN Tadh B T A9 HRUHD] qER GrEiH ® O B
MREHT @A A AT THE AT Tl Y acdT @dd Th! HAHAAT
I BNl HAH BRI A8 A7 HHAT AT q9 Qo wEae
A At Wl aasd | qadcnd [igreEd qerd b d@ey W T s
Eaa=Aal e R & @H sEaron o @ aeE sadeesr ks aias
TAERRE Hd Hh S, Aihdeed! U Hid 9IRh 8, ~AII®ihd Ufdeled € aH
% HEdl AWHT YeIh! F, A Althel AT Wb AHHEE HEdl G W HU U= T
US| IR AN G T AU ldbded A U G @, a9y A
WEEHT ~AIANCIHT UH qHE ~IMIF TAa=adiHT Fel (Haeee Jeqa T &y |
Yfegedl GWAAT ATUT (07 UM JeT e eas eer Feg futa frgemr
fafsm aferel 2fied R, oE o Ml fa 9 R ar Mo Tepmr <o
ﬁﬂ% (Thank you appointment) | q&EPd TR TRE At AR g | e %I?j‘a@f
U GEHIAT! AT ARl Tad [BSH @ied A1fE weE duEl gl AW 99 BEEe

% Anja Seibert Fohr, “Judicial Independence in the Normativity of Transitional Principle in JUDICIAL

INDEPENDENCE IN TRANSITION (Anja Seibert Fohr Eds. 2012) at p 3-32 citiing examples of Armenia, Belsrus,
Russia, Moldova, Georgia, Russia etc maintains that in these countries the judiciary is still considered by general
public as part of executive state power

¥ Ananda M. Bhattarai, DESIGNING THE SYSTEM OF JUSTICE FOR FEDERAL NEPAL: POSSIBLE
CONTRIBUTION OF COMPARATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, NJA L.J. 115, 138-142
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TAA AIAAHIHT ATIRAT Rga @odd T dAERS Eae 9 JIoakss g |
JqAE UH GHAD] ARHICl AT TG EHl FIET URET qF el ed W
AT T BT Aibl g1 AMEF TAdeAdiT gretead At gwedr Hfaqq dfes
FANH AT G el ~AIUIIbTel TAq-AqIdE B T GobebT Yo | © TGHT T3
T F Ty W AMS TAd-AdE] oedl ghied qausid T qadicsd Targ e
TG T TGA T AR T ARMARTEERT GHHT Foa1d 73 |

.3 RS SORQMRA

=R TAAAAET SieuE! fHa STREcd uW A @ e g fe e
TEIAAT WHT ~qMUS  Taegeadl g | AN SARhid ®IAT T ~FIdIelshTel
TN ®IAT G T BT W IAE 596 | €ada ~Aadiciabehl qel W&
fed @ § e SoREcd @iy @ BT BMEET 7 TEdT e |
SACEICART T & T FTA AT T P BT 0T AR HT T FTET T
A BEA, HEET UE WA AT BTG @S T ged SMERErd Wil Aot
SAERATHT SORETAT §ATS, | ST ~arndieTe] AT Saraaide T SarhTd Saddr qr
TEA 9 FE-g| 99 AFAl Ae SAERd T A A=A Aaeansrd
T 7

AT THAEE AE TEAAdS] Gel WA T AEqesded  aradiadsTes
AT W = = | F?Taﬁf T H T T ﬁ?ﬂ:l_'f(Auto regulation or self
policing) TS IHE®el WIS &% AQ| =@ b T o WA 9 S Sl SeETIeaers
W ey SieE F 9 woEne O e T Weey qgiaer aqadr e e

W JEAEHT A B FAT AT RS FETeEnT EyA], A gur wader geier
FH feT ORT YA RUE, AT YO A QR EaR e aasuEse gl e
AT G AT TS Teaerar Fafks TRewr g1 2 siter a9 wfe o araer o g
=TT STATEETS el TR TAIGUH], FAAENT hael Afers, ieq TR qauers gead
TMeAHT FHIA TS AR TR ANEUHT 6g | qeded FeHIars] WEd AREHT AT HRaw
ToATH AATAIHT “AATHTEE T GFIAT 7! T OICTHT ated ASTedah] ~ArTeieeed gofard aed
TTHR B TS TP FEFAH] I o Abrg | WRAAT Ta ~armdie] Asars asd qr
Wﬁ@ﬁ ﬁ'gﬁv_cﬂ's‘ %I'Q'( REICECEE Wl “it would be a stretch to say that a nomination to the Rajya Sabha is

not a post retirement perk for someone who had all but promised to return to the happiness of his home state where
special arrangements were made for him to stay there.”See https://thewire.in/law/the-revolving-door-for-ranjan-gogoi-
does-the-supreme-court-and-parliament-no-creditf this is indeed a ‘thank you appointment’, the government has much
cause to be grateful. Gogoi was their ‘Napoleonic’ general in the Supreme Court for effecting the National Register of
Citizens (NRC) process in Assam.

¥ Ananda M Bhattarai, supra note 21.
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11 | o | O e o o 2 e o R e e o ol R e B e
RE AT AT ABAT T Gb |

A TAAAAHT T GEAqAEIEEe F Aeg ATY 9 ~ATIUIAHT AerCardt
GEAT §3 A, A WA T HT AT SOEE g, elled FE9 i A Sear g
g1 9 §F) 7" wEE F u GEr 9 FETETE dEed qEeT at, TEw
THAE idaHfgea T Albadeedid, IUaeT g AQEaid, Ahers Fgh T T

ATEACHS BRAE T4 P AT IRIEGA T TUEAETAT GARBT ATETHATRT  ATH
AN 9 SOETE @A a1 Ged 9=a FERmEET St it §e9 | A dfee

SA@RRAdTs Tt TFale &9 AU g | STaeda" T d9d IMEAHT Argdeedrs
AAURIE O IR IS AHURT g dEed caeedd ¥ HE Hediedrs
FRAEHEET g, haelshl e, FRATEH] JEadl T TAGaarhd Jaaieaers
g T FRm Ruwr g1t SoRaiicadrs Afed, fAomEEq  (Content), T
(Process), HGEE (Performance), RISRIG (Probity) SAERIHThd g HIkg i+
TRTHT | TTAE TAB! AT TIE T Alebra;:

Examples of Content, Process, Performance and ProbityAccountability

Content Process Performance Probity
Accountability Accountability Accountability Accountability

- Faith in constitution, | -Transparent procedural | - Annual plans for | - Explanations about
laws and recognized | rules from filing to judicial reform. court fees (and
principles of justice. disposal and their Explanations for lawyers fees), and

- Written, reasoned | abidance. Easy filing time taken to transparency in
judgments. system, e.g. e-filing in determine cases. dealing.

- Reasoned orders | existence. - Target setting | - Annual allocations
Including rejection of | -Methods for selecting and target to courts, their
the leave to appeal | which cases to hear. achievement, Expenditures and
and revision. -Selection of panels of | - Case and time basic financial

- Contributions of | judges. management audit, and their
individuals in | -Where process is not | - Legal aid access to public.
collegial work and | up to the mark, provisions for | - Systems for judges
appreciation. proposal for change of prose and registering or

- System of appeal to | procedural rule. indigent litigant. Disclosing
Correct mistakes and - Easy access to pecuniary and
eITOrS. the dossier and other interests and

judgments recusal in
through ICT. appropriate cases.

- Quick - Asset disclosure
enforcement of | - Compliance with
judgments. the code of

- Reimbursement conduct.
of cost by the | - Publication of

¥ Id.
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winning
including
lawyer’s fee and
court fee.

party

judgments and
monthly and
annual reports.

- Respect to right to

- Wise use of information.
allocated budget. | - System of
- Capacity building assessment of
through judicial performance in
education place,
- Career

development based
on  performance

and integrity.
Observance of
separation of
powers and
diversity in
judicial
appointment.

Source: Adapted from Andrew Le Sueur (2006) %

e TEAAd T SUEHCAdT SSuHT Hewaqnl qe =amndied [k,
FAH TG T INEESR g ATEACHE HRAEava-d fag o 2l afs Fafke v
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AHAAD  HIHAT  AATENAT gIaT A0, IJAeedl gk T ATUEACHD
FATEHT UERAER U U BH 9T SgaEq] ARIUHT g7 | el sgaeer
=AM TAd=AdHT AR AETF gog | ™ ATAAER HIAAT T HAEIEE TR
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™ Andrew Le Sueur, Developing Mechanisms for Judicial Accountability in the UK in INDEPENDENCE,
ACCOUNTABILITY AND JUDICIARY (Guy Canivet, Mad Andenas and Duncan Fairgrieve eds: (London, British
Institute of International and Comparative Law, 2006 ) at pp 49-76

¥ UN Basic Principles on independence of the judiciary HT AT TaqeAdTAT Wﬁ'@blf g1 The
independence of the judiciary shall be guarented by the state and enshrined in the constitution or the laws of the
country. It is the duty of all governments and other institutions to respect and observe the independence of the
Judiciary.
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¥ UN BASIC PRINCIPLES ON JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE, 1985, Art. 18
W Ul GHEEE 0% 9T sl |

R qUTAB! A-dOH AT R063 a1 QoL (R) |

#® geaid SEEM R063 9’7 90K (R) T 908 (90)|

¥ TRl FEEE R 909(R) Q¥R(3)(E), 1¥R(§)E=) |
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“In accordance with British jurisprudence, no member of the executive can interfere with
the liberty or property of a British subject except on the condition that he can support legality of

his action before a court of justice”™

I 8T ~AS  ATCHGIH, Tefierdr dor aFEpaarars < AraTh] ARTET

T e Al |
< Ar’
% ATCTGIH a1 wicrefierar A FRIar

* Eshugbaye v Govt of Nigeria, 1931 AC 662(1931); All ER 44,49 (1931)
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¥ Mark Kozlowski, MYTH OF IMPERIAL JUDICIARY, New York University Press, New York, p 80, para3
37 SP Sathe, JUDICIAL ACTIVISM, 5 Wash. U. L.J. and Policy 29, 64 (2001)
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¥ Adopted from UNDP, PROGRAMMING FOR JUSTICE: ACCESS FOR ALL 2005
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¥ See Pashchhim Banga Khet Majdoor Samity v West Bengal, India (for the right to medical care); Grootboom v Union —
South Africa( for right to housing); PUCL v Union of India(for right to food) UNDP supra note 38 at p 42-43.

** For a comprehensive study on the response of the South Asian Courts on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, see
Ananda Mohan Bhattarai, ACCESS OF THE POOR TO JUSTICE: THE TRIALS AND TRIBULATIONS OF ESC
RIGHTS ADJUDICATION IN SOUTH ASIA, NJA L.J. (Special Issue 2012) p 1-34.
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qHIA T3,
T. AAH THH! THAT FHILA GEEAAl SUAd RIS, TEH TRUSHT FaTh! e
HA e,
F. Ul UAly AEE el Suee TRISH,
. e AfFdd Tt e BEEa T RS, 9 B qe N gEers qednt
T T THRAAGED Fed[W JeTs odr Taw GEal @ v T,
W, G WASHT FART AT GRETAr TUET Sers [ T |

Without raising reasonable questions about impartiality, judges should exercise discretion to make
equitable, procedural accommodations [and] to provide self-represented litigants reasonable

opportunity to have cases fully heard."*

R.L ITEER

T8 Bal A% TadeAarel FAEeeEs | B © U TAaeA A o
TOg | A TMIRE AU 9 27| qacasd [Aeemasd Hedd el T @uH g,
GRUM T AR T AR TEdeAdT AT §ET | AERE €I A g
AT TN =AM A0 G FUEE T | Uejecd] THIAT AT AIATATE AGH]

¥ R [Soell ARTTdar 306, TTaT g PRt GEeedr ~ameieT THRA Fawel Fead gargs

TIET YRFT TIAUH G |
“4 Russel Engler, ETHICS IN TRANSITION: UNREPRESENTED LITIGANTS AND THE CHANGING JUDICIAL
ROLE, 22 NDJ. L. Ethics & Pub. Pol’y 367, 376 (2008)




5 | " AR T AT AER AR UE AT

EANTA GTAIHT ATGRAT Big 16, Suel 47 Yarh! [OMcABarar g4 T Wis afergat
P AR HEID! [AIEEqH], BTG, TR T S FHUgAET T e
IRUTHAT GHA SR T@q9g | I8l WUAT A AETd STl AR (Al &9
g g gl TSR A GOAA O S WEd coewdm s g
gTaee®! TN g7 gl Feawdl ofd qEdicld] a@ee agdl Wed qaqd fafd
| Al e e aederl @, a adie e T Reeverd s 1
T P FR G| T UREEAEE gEdT T ke Gaesl Bae 10 geee
A JATAE GEAH, T T IHEAHNE TE ~AMMF Taa=Adiars. HEo Ted qo) |




IREEE A
frqerar, =i q@ie T SR gars! Tadeen

(Impartiality, Judicial Bias & Disqualification/Recusal)

3.9 T waww

= feaerdr warndierdl TEAr 2l Fuear srEeRd: @y T 9 Wowt
FROE Y ARG GATE, T AT T WO == T GG B | S AAErer e
TET B grg T BEAT YT B €A MR IR erihel o3 TOE RO gl 9 |
FHTTA ETHT AMGHAT ARTAN T=alEEdd] 30 H.°% T gl qIah! ar FHrary dfear
R0y BT TR Y qAT GeH IR HEER GRA 00y BT FH g W@
=rTdieTer HET B Ao AFEATEY SHawd TRUFT § 9 ~AEEEEh A= S
T FANHT FHEl TATARE G| T9 URegRd A ¥ qadcas fAtgeme Feka Fe
HAURMEEATS ASH A TCT HIR™ TR 5 |

IR e Asaear T AT (Judicial Impartiality and Bias)
AWE A TETE B A [l TR ot i Feasdr T % @ s
TE g Ted g | dEeas et 3 fewer mer [fEa wuwr @) s s
ﬂ?l'cﬁ AT @J*f ‘I@!C g (Predisposition) TS, T€d T av_ﬁjﬁ EICICIREE TR
T BT | AR 9T = M T 8 T AT 39T AT €TH A aee
g FuEATES THUE | FAE Fegear s e @i S wdebaer € e
YO AW ATAITF Teg | Qe
) AHIAAT ARHEEATs ATFT FaEe® T qEe® U3l Heauhdgws ug I
T e FeuEder BT F € AW T qau FHeugrargds Fotr ae s oot
A T % @y,
@) B GBS ATFT AGHR TTETH TN TN g 0 gHEm T T
ST T U S W AN ©IH B G waue |
=A% Feuerdr T AR (Bias) U ABT @Al FU LI ° A AWE A
T, A TardaT HROC, AEIH TAEE U e T Al U i

30 9§, WY B WIS A Tgel Wel Bl SEESEI T, . ATE STEET AT 9 @M drse A1l T
WA W, A g AT, A g A, W, WG, F, L, g, wew, A, qww oy e, g < B
foussr SETE, Wi, WS, WS e, AT A1 AT AT, WA gASH e, O, Hel gAuET [
foTeo, e ST FRAR THT T AHT AFT T AGUHT AAGHT THTIRT THHT TeHah! T RS
HHEFT HET T ATCHT ATB 2 gat |7

¥® Baverley McLachlin, Judging in a Democratic State, https:/www.scc-csc.ca/judges-juges/spe-dis/bm-2004-06-03-
eng.aspx#fnb10 accessed on 01.04.2020.



30 | =® AR T TS AER AR AT

ANES T g | TEHHN ST SHAEIS AT @Aue WaT o gad | a% AT ¥waT W
T g SHERAr Ia <At | TR g |

fFroasaE T e B AT 5 Vel g oA 3O dE
TS ¥ IEg| W WA & B e e weer dfey fa) femer R
TACH AT FeedreT e ey | e e e [ S 2w
e iR TR W wE gy e e g1 e ovE JaE el T umad
FEEAAE® HE & qH Tediee g1 dFgd T o F=aed HiEq whiEe g |
TATAETH] AN TGHET AfTF FAT TediHl AN Al |

"...judges are not living Oracles. They are human beings, trained in the law, who struggle to
understand the situations before them and to resolve them in accordance with the law and their
consciences... And judges must learn to live with being wrong. As human beings, judges learn
early in their career to deal with criticism. Every new judge dons the judicial robes resolved never
to make a mistake. And every new judge fails. Decisions must sometimes be made without the
opportunity for full reflection. The law may not be entirely clear. The truth may be elusive. In the
result, even the best judges inevitably are found to have erred. The errors are publicly identified by
appellate judges and laid plain for all to see. The fact that appellate judges themselves have been
known to err may provide only limited consolation. Sometimes the matter is taken up by the press
and public, and the publicity is magnified. In extreme cases the judge may be vilified and
threatened, and her family may be affected. The judge may disagree with the charges, but judicial
protocol dictates that she sit silent and not respond. None of this is easy."

Beverely Mclachlin (Chief Justice of Canada)*®

FAT F UGAH ANRET MEFad U Tedl @wared ¥ EeRer Ruwar
fEraararg aREN TF Rl ABYA FH €| Tedl TG Weqd A=A
AT AT A TG AHeT Ao §aT | BRI AT qeell dEread forgs
PR Wifdedll SETeTddT SEeiET | BIAUge W qEd] AGTEdHl U T aqed O
FITAT (compelling situation) HT ATFAT T FGAHT BN 741 69 U8 99 € AIHgRT
T AIER S B T qUEE Bh gegl| HEl qedel o el JANTH
Teh Te RN T s aed asg | a6 F A A T B
A ATHT Afdecl IRUTETS IREad T 99 T F AWE a1 JEe e a6 gar
feammer —amndier Wity | BN ST AT AT FErier Tedr R s o S
el T Tedens B Feaear faue we B w0 78 e @ Shew
Ukddh Tt = fﬁq “The doctrine of precedent does not compel Your Lordships to follow

‘S YMfead TIAT AU (Bias) T AR (prejudice). Tidh YEEEE §| AT [ATIaeq®! AAT SIRUHT THERT
B 99 YAUE F HwEEeq a1 wEE wRo R gfibEacs 9 el a8 Foasd Begga aqea
tlﬁw (Bias) T prejudice@'ﬂmmﬁ3|

¥S Baverley McLachlin Supra note 47 The author is the longest serving Chief Justice and the first Chief Justice of
Canada (2000-2027)
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the wrong path until you fall over the edge of the cliff.” | *° AT T FATAETTS ATHFAT f=me
T AT RgTeael  WEd U e | BET o URUE AIAS G(Heedr HRemd
AR HeeT ¥ AETaars REasl WAl THRTHR ST TAdad, Tads,
TilS AMFUHHAT Biele HATITSTED FEl TGlde® TR Frg | A AATABEATER
A dEHl gl goiergene Fada Fofa wodfy ar s [vie garesT sEredene
AEAHN WUy ATl (g A gRon sged [eg |

fFewerarerr o R sadr i €rge | wamder of wie | g1 s
TTHT FETel AT T HuEaIE S e T W e fodw Seieest Bew, e, g

I EE, e g

There is in each of us a stream of tendency, whether you choose to call it philosophy or not, which
gives coherence and direction to thought and action. Judges cannot escape that current any more
than other mortals. All their lives, forces which they do not recognize and cannot name, have been
tugging at them — inherited instincts, traditional beliefs, acquired convictions; and the resultant is
an outlook on life, a conception of social needs, a sense in James’s phrase of “the total push and
pressure of the cosmos,” which, when reasons are nicely balanced, must determine where choice
shall fall. In this mental background every problem finds its setting. We may try to see things as
objectively as we please. None the less, we can never see them with any of eyes except our own
-Justce Benjamin Cordozo*!

B SEEd ATFA AEAAAAH] RO TEA GER, AT, GoRTers wed W
THYUT [ QiRh AR TIRar WTd TR grgg, T e |

TGRS AT ATAT =1 AT Sidd 9 T FAHT WA edie
[iEa srgwaee Biee THT graag | A WkResr FEed 9 IHees!
e T greaag | A FAEReE g T Ao, URATSG HEET HH gal werieg |
TS A AT AR Uiy Sl R g Aeed 9l YHUE ThHT AT

ﬁcféﬂ | “Impartiality is not gullibility. Disinterestedness does not mean childlike innocence. If
the Judge did not form judgments of the actors in those courthouse dramas called trials, he could

never render decisions.” W= Wﬁ Jerome Frank &I WA &g ~AATGNES Had
Yo §3| FEqa: e WA FH T, WA AT G g dEd, g% A
SARET R T Gl FRO SIS wlEd g Aeg @l A B [ gEdt g
T IFATE TH § Ao Seasfiee! agied [EBR &l 9o 9 37 5995 |
feqerdrs FU T wFET wuSE BAE wue S g B s
WX faame 9= Uger Ygitad wA U Sesteg | BT AR A1 WIS STaEREEEH
Sicerdr T Sfeeaeeds! e B Althel TG TUFET HUATEAT H TS TAGHI

*° Ostime v. Australian Mutual Provident Society (1960) AC 549
“1 Benjamin N. Cardozo, THE NATURE OF THE JUDICIAL PROCESS, Yale University Press, 1921, at pp. 12-13.

2 Justice Gerome Frank cited in Indore Municipal Corporation and others v Manoharlal and Others Indian Supreme Court
order dated 23 October 2019.https://indiankanoon.org/doc/140593980/ accessed on 31.03.2020.
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afthate faamasr fuea o erlt T woE § Farde TR @) & e
FAUM TEehHT A T [T gAAE e O 2T G @ | aX Wt S B
Fead, Wt FA el ge, et Peeeesr uger W 9E 9 e, T aedm
=rTTEES WA AEQHSEIHT AFE B TG T TE B T IJNEEH ST 0
@y W g B S g W8l FERU g | TAd S a8ars U8er
e | aat g gear fear diFae AardeEE s=aus, 9e 396 Weadl g1 S
atg

When we abandon the myths that:
e there is always: — “one” right legal answer to a dispute;
e that there is always — one right factual answer to a dispute;
e that the judge’s mind is a blank slate and decide in mechanical non-human ways;
e and that the judge is a super-human living oracle; the judge’s role in democracy becomes
clearer.
-Baverley McLachlin

3.3 F F NI T Hwe

AT AICATHT TdT HUHT HET AT o1 AHed  HAaedTars i
Disqualification @ Recusal ¥H=g | wmfeqss T Wifaferes ®9E@T 9= &7 9= A ?ﬁ‘ RIEHES
HF Bl "Recusal’ AT thel Wel R W e TRl wEer @ 9H
"Disqualification” G a1 HTel WET &4 feas sHaTe =Aardierans T8 9uhl Gl
TEhT AGEIT BT | 2 T9 AT Recusal ﬁDisqualiﬁcationW Wﬁﬁm HHCY | Y,
RS ST TEGA | AU AATIAIRT €GO AT Tahe] ATGITETE T
WU O AR AU FE, AERE G T AEdd SHIR T A0 SaeR Al
gl WWTWWWWWW recusal T
disqualification FATE THIH | FWH! Yol AT “ATATTT TS AECHT HeT &5 g
T WH gl oaEar g R T, onfde ward, s avad, qEer A
gfee fatac a1 Mol T RO 9 Gy T TN AG€AT ACAT el BRO Gells
el e AR UG | FAf ouAedr deauid SOl WA T bl e 9

2 %9 4 I Disqualification / Recusal T FeNT AW AU U TEqd THT G, IAECTH wliil
AHRGT TFqga] Fared AGAA Texas Rules of practice 1981 A &l TRHT G| Fed Ao @A
Recusal & Disqualification of Judges:An overview, 4NJALJ (2010) p 13, 15-16 A< TARHT o) ‘I@ﬁ@ﬂﬁ
o .99 @ A judge’s obligation not to hear or decide matters in which disqualification is required applies

regardless of whether a motion to disqualify is filed. Wﬁ'@ﬂ? disqualification T recusal BT fovgae R
forrg e sed 9 |
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AAIATS HETHT BRAE, GIas a1 oA T+ FHogd 7 w7 sgaeer Ry
I

e bl Ul A=l OIS Tah] saaedl 81| ool TUH S
TERNA TEHAh! FAF hell 96 | Fet T FArS /e Ol ag AT =AhT Sl
ET WHT G| T Tq A AR e BRI WHT s T faam e
il (iean) 1 qel 3 §a9 Ui WY warnederers e, Eiede 95 T anie
MEwg | A TEAL Feiicrbl AR AN T g AqTS AAAdHT T
FHILA IRTAH] TAAT o Aiobrgg | T FaT SqIEAT Taredars AgHE A-Id ATAR
T, AT ¥ TAETS FEqd e 8 S Wt g |

AT FEAT WLl B G4 W A AL ¥ ARRETHT Uk WA g1 gad
T AETH! T&, Alcbel a1 A&l A9 TEAHART ATER (Third degree of relationship) T8 H
el cAfth Werd WAl WE B ged o T MEw W g gl e
THNHI FARTAH! a8 AER A& AFAl A0 THCH G | T6 B! 5k .39,
HIGHT U W= | 28 U.S.C 144 AT AU T;:

"Whenever a party to any proceeding in a district court makes and files a timely and
sufficient affidavit that the judge before whom the matter in pending has a personal bias or
prejudice either against him or in favor of any adverse party, such judge shall proceed no further
there in, but another judge shall be assigned to hear such proceeding".

The affidavit shall state facts and the reasons for the belief that bias or prejudice exists
and shall be filed not less than ten days before the beginning of the term at which proceeding is to
be heard or good cause shall be shown for failure to file it within such time. A party may file only
one such affidavit in any case. It shall be accompanied by a certificate of counsel of record stating

that it is made in good faith.**

TAH! TAIF ATATHH] FIGH AT IJAHT [aeiienl TeA ~Aandierhl @ne
WH G W ATdEHclls AR ATER T FRI GaAlg e &7 e sqaedr WaH 7 |
TEQ I WETHT HRATE Ge gaa~al 40 &7 uigel [Tque T USer HEMI U qeHAal
BT W FEd A9, Fied AR IU ARG g9 AT GAES AR
TS B GAUE TG Adel AT (Good Faith) RGBT BT FeA(d dfdperel GHA
T o FUaE 3w R gl 9E FHawd {6 A Fawdsd Adih S
TS FANIAATEH] BTN T G ST (28 U.S.C 455) U TIRUHT 5| AAREBTHT
=qrrder T AGEcEEds AN B Al SHATHH SAETEES] HHeEarE ATeRdd ST

*¢ FIEE Hh! Far w9 R0y TEN 99 T AF BiSEr wEREE G g qek |

28 U.S.C. 144-sec.144. Bias or Prejudice of Judge, See US-code.vlex.com/vid/sec-bias-prejudice-judge-192 ii 659
accessed on Aug 282011, T&TEEeT =ATATAHT feg I f&a128 US.C. 144 /28 US.C. 455 F4 SHAEIEE
Teold T |

« g, e S AUy TAIEEHRl JE Ue, See Australian Guide to Judicial Conduct (2001)10; US Model

Code ofJudicial Conduct, Canon 3 E(d)



3 | =i aER T e AERERArTE Aee

A T WEA T TA IET H U BRAEH GEANT g Fn i W g
T G| A AR AEAE AT i T fEEqd geea e St g
frzuar 7

USC 455 ATER AATENTCT SEE@! FAEIT MG AN BiNg Tq9e:
o FH TLEAR TAWE WUHT AT Selhl BRATEAT HARRIE B THNER B
HUHT,

o Tramedr Tl SREAHT BT TET TUAT AT ATE B SFAGH &
AT e TEHHTCl AlbeTshl TTAT BTH b AUAT a7 =ATATT A = eea
Al HeTdqUl AEle! AT HH D W],

o WH JaT TEEt AFT FecllgdpR a1 HedqUl Aefiep! AT HETh! HIETE Al
FA HUDT A1 A HETH! [ATIH T SA<H THT WIHT,

o THEEH o cAfthd T U ST AT WEAHADR! T as a fiduciary AT S
A =e sy a1 gREGEr Afds a1 W g Few aReraee e
T T G A AT SH WO,

o Tewwl Rufrmr wErder @ S swepefed o Seeewd wawr e
e HAER =1 AAHT FFIRT HeT =arndierer 2 ga, afs coean =afe
%) WEIH! T&, a1 TEH] HHAN, Faed a1 AR (Trustee) WU,

@) Alhersh! TIHT GETAT FEHIl Aar

M) FoEEaE HEHT FERT ARUHAE 9REA ®OH SHEROE, Wel SMH
BIRIEINCIERR e

o) A HEE HEd 9IEl g W FHEI TArndieTes WoH

o TUTTENITST ATHAT SARKHIT a7 TLAVHET & s s (Personal and Fiduciary
financial interest) ST SITHTA W T FHUT AT T IAD! mgﬂﬂ?ﬁ T
AAAH G GrAD! AGH TArga THHH Ted Tad 149, |

o TAMENRT UHAIE FANAAEN GE (waiver) X AR T&qG, T FET AT
T 36! AuEd T TeeE g giisl Aide rdaR. SHa T
I T |

o TR GEEE FATAAER ge o FRE T ged 9% WErhl R
AEGAL T HETEE 8§ 1 GHT @ § vl A1Md T awer gq
AT Rl a1 eedr ward wg feufd wrar s it T o g |

X5 1d 144 / 455 AT FEAT SHAEAT TG U UEIRE BRI GG U AT THT QYY AR G A HgTEEh
HA 9, %ﬂ% ¥ Richard E. Flamm, History of and Problems with the FederalJudicial Disqualification, 58 Drake L.
Rev. 751, 763 (2010)78 =& 28 U.S.C. 47 W1 USET AT STA€ & WA P U ATl o Fof

SUGH TG GIATE T G AT 5 |
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JUG AARET FEAET FATAAE FEqd cae RG WEd oW AT F9
HITEEAT U FANTAT X &= sgaedr TuHT g a8 o g oaedrdl = ugt
e 9 | Tet Wi i @fuEr wfeew @ w wet egsraei s e, e
TTET T ANG AT AE AT AT FAdHT HRO [ § w1 A A9 aRetd @,
! A U ATRATs FART Wi s | aedr S e A/
g, SR e wd a2 A wddrd gd T e S g9 gae TR
Tﬁ\—ob—[a—,r\'x:

STHATRT HITA SHAEATHT HETHT Telel ~AATIeD] FAARIAHT T ISTTHT Al
ol arnedieTh! Tafaamd] ATIRHAT THS Ueh! [HUdH! ATIRAT Mg | gied T&adl
e =arareersr safeafaar ey T Al TS ST S HET B SART U
AR AOEIRE TAATRG AT A% [E9de | A% qed URRAT HH OWANT ARGEH
g | AT UEHATCl ~TATdeT 506 W@ TR W=aTl 9 R adisl T SSTUAT SeamTd
AT+ Fuia TReae W= AeEderd A |

=TT eqet g TEH WiAgTR adl gaHeal diecl TEe TARTETers gers
Mg 7 ued e ST #ied TER WE gl HAT F YOIl FMed
SATITHT i FTFEAT (Bracton) TAEH! TgT ANAT HEIH! Tl ~ATATHET FSIST A3
FATE TAHR TG | T AAIq] FTFSTAET I Blackstone IS TET TWIEd WX
?’WWT FARIATeTs AT TAAT S 2 T= | Disqualiﬁcationaﬁmm
U3l G Saedl I e

"A Judge would be disqualified for possessing a direct financial interest in the cause
before him and for absolutely nothing else."™!

FUNGHET U GEuT SeaHr Wed AT @ qUHT, qEET Gedntl quhn o
A AT HIH D] WCAT WA ARTEIT AR |l o Fand =g T 99
S T | o) e g T e g aeEers defers A sueearerd s
SIS W Foord TRUHT Sl S T BITa T e & | = qr Hrear
AT T ARET AR TRIHTET TR TR AR WedeT Healdeal sqaedr u
AfEer ARIUH! T | G SAATHEE AT AELATAT AANgArE] T A e,
T IEEe Iar A A1 oo yfoveswr Rewr g oft a= wwg |

4s gy A = ﬂ'q%:?gi HATET" See Rama Jois, supra note 5.

** Donald P Kommers and Russel a Miller, THE CONSTITUTIONAL JURISPRUDENCE OF THE FEDERAL
REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 3" edition, Duke University Press, London, 2012

“  Richard E. Flamm, HISTORY OF AND PROBLEMS WITH THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL DISQUALIFICATION, 58
Dranke L. Rev. 751, 753 (2010) citing 3 William Blackstone Commentaries 361

“o1d

2 Richard E Flamm, supra note 60 at p. 754-759 ATZeT UM ~ATATENITEE Recuse &t FROT &= (760)
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FIIA STAEAHT AANTH TS (AT AT FANAAD] € HuTars. A=
dfedeedr 9 gafeus &, dER WRAer A B AeaT 9 e aRiders
THCH G| T TJ T FA kG W FAAAS] TG ATNH] qE A
ForsariT g | sHes:

“Impartiality is the supreme virtue and the appearance of impartiality is the next most
important quality”**

=i qerar Frouer TRe oeedr a9 ug, 9o 99 B4 e A qerdh
o qUHT SR A AT B BROT Gl W AT EEAT HE T A AT
AeTE, a1 Ugel WMEHR Ud Fawmefiar wdaassr giew wwar fae Feqo e
=rardiere Feger wE Fvfg T qEe sEedr argde | aear Rufq swowr wamandrerer
Al fFaEd gaars a1 O Feee. AThEds Ao qeqad | get feR e 0
F g W Fuad 7T T U FEweier wiaaser e wamnder Feas aweww
ATMFT BT AT AT FHU FL| ~ATATNAT (T THIAT AT FRATEIHT @G0T T 7
Heqsr TEHT AT O G FANAAIR T AT ATER G | AGerS T T
Lord Denning o W ERE

"The court looks at the impression which would be given to other people. Even if he was
as impartial as could be nevertheless if right minded persons would think that in the circumstances
there was a real likelihood of bias on his part, then he should not sit. And if he does sit his decision

cannot stand"**
AATHEEH] AR Rl R0EY
AT D! IASAC ATHes FAT Ty I e

> T P TE UK A G AWE 9 Q@ SO,

> Frafa R sl qerr e s SREaT 98 et
HTH,

> et e =i aier BT sTaarie BRE B DT av e
FGAT P! AT

> Feaw g o feaeer aiomeer = @ e et woae e ward
ST WA,

T A Al qEaedee qad: ~AEArdie Foae TRET 9o AEE ATEIRE
T TEAW A A GE A a1 are fHewr w g, @)X wfae
Riea@r TSer WA —arandier Ul a1 ARTaaHl IEreiedl 9gedl 9l WUae dosTe

“  P.Devin, “Judges and Law Makers” (1976) 39 Modern Law Review 1,3; Recusal T FARAT US Supreme Court T
MG ARG YSATEL 5iﬁlH\en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Judicial_disqualiﬁcation
¥ Metropolitan Properties Co (FCoC) Ltd. v. Lannon (1969) 1 QB577, 599.
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BT ARSI HED! GIAE AR TR BTN AT UN AFEAT WUHT A
=TT e [T 89 greg WAl AT el T @ietehl g |
UTTHT ~AAIEE BB ATEITHT U HET TeLbl JEA® G
> A SARTHER gl Huel Brebus ger gl oA wd A ua
fraer o1 e garen we e Wusr qEr gea| digedl Ued gar
TR fashed THusH! fafaar fBraelr st qgr & agwt s g
> UF W wgrnder Sty gee e o gq W, 9o aumee g faue
WUHT HET B WU |
> HE FAIHEET A FH GEIST A0 Mbc qewdl, ides ua
faer afhel WUHT GEEE BAA | HE AT A WS AT BT B
It e e TukT qeT e T 9 e g |
> ATTANTEE ATEA SARHIT QT & dfberel Fraided THT qET 2o |
> TAATNT ANMYF Eery 9 Hebe WA Arar WUHT dhe®e qel f&aer a1
faerT afret WUt WET Tl gEde® Ed o |
> dfgecl THAHT FE ARMARTEET SHEEH! TNARHT EEIRE WA g e
TR UH 0 qUET WEEE Ted A AR WH gl W AR WERE
AT B e o1 §a WeTHT SATATENTEET e e B |
TATCTAT TR TS Thebl @0 FARAAD] BO0MD] AT g I & T
W= BT % AN qNIE 91 GEER AR @ Sl arneeEEe A 4
T A W AR T UG 2 FEl GAA B AGR MR AAEIE ©TH A AT
@R AR AN S AR S0el gret B o1 O ARuers AedBR T
AT AGT T ATEYAH G AT HIRATE I3 A1 & |
TR W/l RAfd ToHT A€ g5 IRACT FEFAE® g, el JTGHHI
YA B WL, A HER T AAETA ARG qET, AARA A< S T a1 A
AT TR YEEE TEAT EEE G A T ARl ¥ geg a1 g4 w9
IR Fag | AR A A A TEAIE UH § ANE IR T e A= A
Tg | e et smemar B s of s Rgeaa w W IREE 57 |
(R o 2 | R L o T M2 e B o W e M Ll |
AEATH SHTH! G;:
%) AT HA A SAMER UF gAMb 59,
@) & gl WHEE gAUE T gl IR g gaare o 3 i fesdar o
) A ARG AR AT TAUEAE Weh g, MEUEHl Rl U HuH!
forraT SEer! e ARk €ard g ga |
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3.Y AT TaT BT T

e eier Uger famelier wiHerme gfear wamndier fewer g we Amerst
T HAE G W IS A & T S T qeT dae degg e s |
Y T F U W= W e R /e wWe U e Feuns w1 e
T F Fegdl FRAEE Ao gvg v Feqer edr e AneTeT Wl fRafaw
FE A W AMGF AEARS] Jecdlgddl A0 g | aX A FAH G & a2
e Tdae® 9 Haals A7 2 % B O AANIAH] T "ol 9 2 Ao X
TEAT HA THEE ETA Y Ieerg | AT Bl SAAeens % Hewer g 9l ik
TRMSTAT T GET BvaTe Ak e ¥ BIg | TAend =ammeierel HIe! sarear
MeT consistent T predictable @ﬁ,gﬁ HETHT U3l =aredr T @J*f HeTHT ABT AT Tlff
€31 T Bl sreew fgmasn eda oW gyl e e Ramw gves
HIIAH] ATl U (AT saredl ThT § W Il qed AhT HaEdl & B
M T A gFed Aol W A ®IH S g9 | Fgrad: #re Rsrcas
S T U =TS Feied §a1 Wi earedl Y U Rafd Arderged wgrandered
cHEdl el BAIC U Wed, wafq A T e ] g | B KU gEe
TH A T GF, O RO WA G GEEEAE wAmder I54 dfuEr ge,
E AGPR G W U e aEaer Fudd geg | A qg e d"ed
! F e B TaeE feafd T Foae TRedn syt g4 Rafd W 2| AW s 1
T FHU LD Te T ARAT qafead araraeii Faeed Hefer TEA |

AT qET B gy AT g4 W OO deeferarh WA AaTera
LLcal U3CT el "In the Marriage of Kennedy v. Cahill"™ T3 [BAEER TFHT qLT T
IEHT FATEE qAh! TFGH [GZTHT |

In the Marriage of Kennedy v. Cahill

Teq: qATF i T TeAIh] (oAl Th! SFairgrerdl [Faear Miaie Aaredent
=TTt usT Ay A fEe geEtad g1 St HEWl WiRARE ARt Aear
=TTl [RUAT ARSI ARG e qdl e e Ee e aree
RUH! W= AT AT E&T Il [WUHT AL TG FIAG, W Wb AT | A b
Wlﬁ forar 9 gt ahare %?Tﬁ ﬂﬂm’cﬁ Eb—lﬂ\_fﬁ e (Aboriginal Community Legal
Service) BT UdHTdca TRUH! AT Fq@r Aftifiey A o I fFEw Jerarw 92%3 I
H 9%y T oO@T T | agutyg 9 S WIel SET HHA ST € TH BT et A
forrer Hed FTE FIL GEEd YTE W | FE T Afier e /]y e @
Aigem =TT TR TGS FFEY (Serious and close relationship) AT T, I H
ufaeb! AfFTaE FFEET Q%Y W WA AR T AT A qEEH] HRO A Aieel

19 Fam LR 173
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=TT Wed W TEvEl ¥ ARy g e d =l e o wgen aikaies
AIAAH! T FAAEH FAh &1 AT el TAVEH] ATFT THUHT T HUAT
& g9 T4 WeHd Ul qC siudiahs af b P 9 samndeer qier 1 arger
U AERe @EdT A fafd wWH A HU TSNS gaT A FEreT
AUBPR TAREF | TTAT T IAAHERT & AFAT AT AR Abears A< g
Td TS qIEAR SAHE U, A ATeT WUET I qEERT ARl R Wl A
TR T IAT WAEE &7 (AU | SETAael WoAT: A T Siciiex. o ofe 3,94%Y
MG T AR gEed wEE R 99 aeTds BewRar safe agiiwr aEe
TEGAER 7 W IOTeT WEHl | Ea S| deie€ el o e
AYEATTHT T&T qAEh! ATST T aferdr 313 o |

TEHl AAHEEAT & HEl AATATAT AL AATIAH] T =0T T
HTaY TIT ANRE® A-adhd! G| JGHEd FHel TEFAeE e auieH g

o« YEEAH JURYA g P ABAR! O WHHT AN FE THT WA AT
IR q%@éﬂd«dﬂﬂ%‘h@??ﬁﬂﬁ;ﬁq%@@ HTH T HUAT
BRIEIE IS I o o e i

o FAERTE GRUGR “AAGTEAE TG GUBT GBI B AT UId FedTTH
aEG, TEH AN W ORHB! T B g AT g 9o aRAT TE A

o HRIAHT BT T Adbd FHF Tlidd Fedq Aiosbb! g e
FHAY g a1 ¢S AMIAH! AHT e g AT el T qFar-ad HgTH
TS AT T g AT o A=K T Ul g qehobl G |

..."That Principle is that a Judge should not sit to hear a case if in all circumstances the parties or
the public entertain a reasonable apprehension that he might not bring an impartial and
unprejudiced mind to the resolution involved in it"

-Liv Sey v. New South Wales Bar Association*®

Jennius v. Arkansas Power & Light Company**

I HEWT GEg Siean =aAmdierd gRIe Haaraidl Jdmeed T @ HHA B T4
BRI T B, T G weer giaHieT b g eeere =amneer Al | A
EREE N ERE L B AR T I S e | DI M 2 | el e e R e N
TAEET AIAA & GAT W SAETES] g Al HEMl Aqaad (U, S9e dohte

¥ In re Martinez Catala 129 F 3d 213 (1997)
¥ (1983) 151 CLR 288, 293-294 (per Masen, Murphy, Brennan Deane and Dawson JJ)
¥ 140 F 3d 1161 (1998)




¥0 | v AT T F AT AER AR UE AT

HH GE TN U U0 T IUHT WM HHETAT Ta% § A1 T a6 WAty
e g aren B o o g [ qaemn wm s fEn i ggeer aRomee
IGA A AR AT A e |

T AR el B o BHAT AEad B OB TG Ao A o
T FHa e WH qeT B gy A1 §od e frmen Wi gEmn w9 9
fgUal G| R ufgeell WHAHT AL ALEAEE H HA TABRK TH G 9 AT
AR FA G B A BHAT B TG A A A o WA g
THT T B R

St e weaT #AfeTshid 9% @ret®l HET Hall v. Small Business Administration 8 | %
T AT —ArdieTel {ET eRReehl HaedMl J8h! BT qed® (Law Clerk) © HEMT
gerh! gl U3l o FHET qfESqwT HH T 'ﬂ"-?ﬁ_(ﬂ (Future Employment
Contract) BT o7 | F&aT aﬁﬁ?sﬁam%ﬁ?@mﬁawﬁaﬁwm Wﬂ?
(Class Action Suit) TR | SAT I Wed® aTal a0 (Plaintiff Class) 1 I8 T drar
(BT AhH! o FHAT WECHAT HH T FEA TS UL TR [T | THHRIT AT
HEMT ITH! FHHA SHAE TAWE! §rg W Wael ATFIH] eaf bl TR I |

Giving life to the appearance of propriety does not mean that judges must conduct their lives as
cloistered monks. Nor does it mean that judges should be scared of their shadows, smell rat under
every rock, and recuse willy-nilly in every case where there is a speculative whiff of impropriety.
The appearance standard is based on the reasonable person standard, a standard judges themselves
invoke in countless cases. Implicit in the cannons (code of conduct) and in society's trust in the
judiciary is the expectation that judges will exercise judgement and common sense in invoving
standard.

M. Margaret-Mckeowe ™

FARAAD] T HUH] FANT HETHT THGEAs Ah Gl ~Adier g a3+
AFR e FAf w@T T e T q A A et A A Segadm
AE T TH 9 7 T fHeg | 5% A1 F FUH TAHRIRG & 97 =Ararerer fFeae
G@ﬁmﬁﬁﬁ“‘?&? '{%ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ?ﬁl ﬂﬁ"_?ﬁi Justice must satisfy the appearance of
Justice T AT AT FATE TAHR Tef T Tl AWTE g &b UNeafiare @
g F W T GHEd ARG Uid AR Sl e | wd wardiee &
FOA U A [ATE W IEA AGHEET AIF AEEE (AR T qMUed g aEd
e afEET @0 IPY T FRUe e 9 sfaedee afie wEr e

¥ 695 F2d 175 (1983)
% M. Margaret-Mckeowe, RECUSAL ON APPEAL: DON'T SHOOT THE CANONS: MAINTAINING THE
IMPROPRIETY STANDARD, 7J App. Prac Process 45,55 (Spring 2005)
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TRfeafwr Rfr T uger Afw wfcd gl ol weeEn wear arw Fege e
aRkfeafawr RiofHr e ST S T ga
TEES! ATETH! RAqHT U SEaaTR! T WA W G TS e g
T B AEAAHAT | AIATAT ABT FAATNRT JUAST G AT WQ G T B Ad
FATAT G AT AAA HET 898, | [ATAET ASAAH] AT T TAUAET ALTATEEH
T AT FHATEEAT AT A=A ARG A TbT HET AT doell ARTATDT
TR et el Bueh Rt qer cawdr drger &Y =amndierer 34 ey A e
W W AEE 9e | qeEd: ATEvaEdl e TR uRfRafiers § B A
qATT ATTAGHT U SCHAT T AATH AU AFTCITAT ALY T AT
e & fieg o= e 98 WUET g AR qaedd WEEEHl BT SAaaHieE T
UgTe® foer HWR A wgrardierel HeT FeRiQU gal e Wed W wew e | 9y,
I O SUCAeE HURFH ~TENTEee edl gl e Saeh g7 |
TEEH! AEH EAFAAH G AAIHAH Rgraars AqeRe T 7ET
ERUHT T FEH TEIEHT ARTEAE IEAT T HT TERUHT HE FEARE JACHD
faferemeT el wEEA | AHEAHT Fel TeHEHieH g
e Judges v. Attorney General for Saskatchenam [(1937) 53 TLR 464, 465)] Ea) HeTHT
AEFICAN ISP AT ASTeAdh ~AANEEe T=Eal F=es W =aris
APH] HL AR WET B TAT| WEET JAEH] AR T Wi
METHT {4411 A [T a9 fasheq T9UT SR Jeed ol
e Heydon v NRMA Ltd [(2000) 51 NSWLRI] & g U3l aE AT (Queens
counsel or QC) %@ ATIRATEH! WWW@@WW%I qa<
7 B o T4 WeY Ao yrdl TAER dETedsdl =i w6 Ho
AT | A W QR ATATHT YT GG G W AT, ST @l wrefier
TARIEHT ATWTST (apprehended bias) T ATUR @IS ATEHAE A HEl o FARA
T | € T AT ASATH AT GegsHr e g By U WuA |
TWHRA A AeAd! TFaed a0 ToUe®  (aargers, e, afsed
FECfeEe FAAEREE U USel FUrl =Andi®l (adhoc  tribunal) T
T T AT |

3.9 e T T SRl Tad |y
F AT ST AT GEET ARARET AE Trd ke quar e
TAEA el B §a7 | HUT o A AeTh! AT GoeET [T RigTed € T JEHT AIRI el

 FEEAT 98 303 T Bl GoH Fan wEEE GRar 200y FARE 93 T GAH BISER HrEE
FEar 0Ly TR Y0 |



¥R | TUE AR T AT AR A UE AT

UEH G| T F B AMAE T, F TAH T AUA GG ¥ gRT A e
B o e wE IRA W gl ARG B BIOART ST geE O
T Tl WGEATAT YL (Substantial Share) WTAT A ~AATENETSr HeT B &2 9= A=
THATHT G W FTHRHM FANAAH] TaGH AOUT Tq O q1aed (Henry Bracton) 1
TAHHT IR & AA=d ~IFqH (de minimis) AT Tare HY o ~Arardierel GeT &
&I 9= g |

AT TATda. YahreT 1Tl%Roger J. Miner H=g§: "Financial interest is defined to mean

any ownership of a legal or equitable interest no matter how small. And so it has become that a
judge who owns one thousand of one percent of a publicly traded company that is a party, must

recuse. Now recusal seems to be required in the case of any parent or subsidiary company.**

Ta3T T@% Roger Miner 1 ITIhH [A@Rclls AHNHHT =cidb! AW [Fa@digen!
Fee®T Tuwr o afehg |

Huffman v. Arkansas Judicial Discipline and Disability Commission**

I HEWT Fai-aq ~arandier T 30 el Wihg FHRabT ¥ Walmart B0 93,000
TR TGB! IR {ed 800,000/~ .JF, TR AA §78, [MUH QY| T&d TR g
AN Walmart T&7 967 WHT HeT 3 grg o1 o 0 0 S&AT| 9 A H
Refafrd e 39w a9w s 9@ % R w9 A woeq wgAad
(deminimis) AT BT, AT LT e O B BT YT | AT Abels HEAC AEAIHR q
AT o IR Walmart &1 & &(d 998 G T A1 TIEEH T9R Hed F(d 575
W qeary BICT | Ser s e ad f6F 9 g weg @) e st
oA e aded sfew N v R a9 SR e e
Jolg T AT G a9 I ATAr==ehT I G |

Al feErEHr =i Walmart T @hT AT AHE T qemEas e 6
Tl W FHHETT FUEm WA A HERT SIUAT X AT AaME THEEEY
FUBLAAEEITH GeAherdly] BTl AT T AT F BFIAHl T A I
aRE THT 9 TR G A T I A€ B T Bue quEn qer e gRT we
AN AR GEIHTaTH! dgeal di g | =

AMMAF T A ST T AESTATHT Tl HZEE AT AT g THb]
F| Fet I9 I == geacr HEMT WU Ui 9&qa T iR RS 5 |

X There is only one reason to recuse suspicion which arises from many causes-cited inRoger J.Minor, JUDICIAL ETHIS
IN TWENTY FIRST CENTURY: Tracing the Trends, 32 Hofstra L. Rev. 1107, (Summer, 2004)p. 1107.

% Idpl116-1117

% See generelly Monroe H Freedman, the Judicial Impartiality in the Supreme Court-The Troubling Case of Justice
Stephen Breyer, 30 OKIA City U.L. Rev. 513, 557 (Fall 2005)

* March 22, 2001 (No 00-1018) see case law.findlaw.comar-supreme-court/1257669.html,accessed June 22, 2012

% Ronald D. Rotunda JUDICIAL ETHICS, THE APPEARANCE OF IMPROPRIETY AND THE PROPOSED, NEW
ABA JUDICIAL CODE, 34 HOFSTRA L.REV, 1337, 1365-66 (Summer 2006)
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Dines v. Grand Junction Canal Proprietors®

1 HEMT TS S8 HFIAIl U3l S & %@ G-I +aWd (Case in
equity) HET 3TAX TGH! [T, SO GIaTs WIed I-aaid sedheH 91 1535 T 45Y&
| W AT ATH! HIIAAT AT EH! TS 4SS A hfey Sw
gt 39! i faeg ‘fﬁ'ﬂaﬂ AT A ‘fﬁ'{lﬁﬂ %% TS BT (Lord cottenham),
ST 9 9@ € ArgeR 9 (9, SeEl TAT | I U HISH AEeidl WU 66T
| CAGEEH S s a8 AaeRd] 9N BEEET B g’ JA EHT qe
TEHT UT | TR T A A FA AR I G B9 AF ASHT GAERT AT A
EETEHT B8E 9% Aecl HEh! URUIHETT ATdE €are WUs! SR A8 =aas A1 /el
& oy Rg s SO | SETedsT SR € UiE @S Campbell S 99 "No one

can suppose that Lord Cottenham could be, in the remotest degree, influenced by the interest that
he had in this concern, but My Lords, it is of the last importance that the maxim that no man is to
be a judge in his own cause should be held sacred. And that is not to be confined to a cause in

which he is a party, but also applies to a cause in which he has an interest.*

Insignificant Financial Interest:

TH AR AGEF @ el Al ~amrdieel {51 & grg W=TH =M WIRd
T AESTAMT FETCIqe®dh] JEd TEd GBI T | ARCrAEN WA AGTCATAT STeiehl
TETAHT WETAT WUH! i a9 A q€ TE T g |

Ebner v. Official Truste in Bankruptcy*

ar HET 31'{%;‘%171@ Farea AGTd (High court of Australia) ¥ TFaf-ad g | Tgf
gAeT WEIEH! 8T S&H! (AT A HET & W ARTAAH ~ATATHT (Ebner) F ANZ
I3 ©000 I T T A WM ANZ Bank STHITES! HRAEH ag F@T| ol
AR 7 MFIRar Tsash! Fared AGTAqH] AT Cleance 6@ A, Toa@m 3er
9 ANZ TFHT Y00 X AYACAHET WH TGHT Y| FA GAEATTH F e g
TFAD W TS HRATES] GRUTHATE, ~ATdEE® 9H SHH @
AT FH AT G | AR A qA [IAET GEAIBR TS GET Ao AGTerdel S
FRO TEREET A HZEE gHale AThas dang 9 ©ad "o 9 99 daer

UT w01 | AETA@T GO T e Gleeson CJ, 1 H:

"Having regard to the current state of common law in Australia on the subject of
disqualification for apprehended bias, we do not accept the submission that there is a separate and
free standing rule of automatic disqualification which applies where a judge has a direct pecuniary
interest, howsoever small, in the outcome of the case over which the judge is presiding..... the rule
of automatic disqualification would be anomalous. It is in some respect too wide and in other

°® Dines v. Grand Junction Canal Proprietors (1852) 3 HLC 759; 10 ER 301
°5 1d at p.793; 315
% Ebner v. Official Truste in Bankruptcy, High Court of Australia [2001] 2 LRC 369; (2001) 176 ALR 644
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respects too narrow. There is no reason in principle why it should be limited to interest that are
pecauiary or why is it more limited, it should be limited to pecuniary interest that are direct (at p
657) .....the sort of financial interest that would lead to disqualification is a "not insubstantial,

direct, pecuniary or proprietary interest in the outcome of litigation ( at 658).7°

Recusal T AT AT Ggocd] GRUT b G AT ~IATHEHRT Hoqerare ST
AR T ISR ATFEE goor Rufy w oww ufe wameieer qer e gad

Tg | JOals bl 3G ST qEa! §;:

It must also be recognized that circumstances calling for recusal are not fixed in stone
and may vary with the situation. Traditionally, the duty of a judge to avoid appearance of
impropriety existed in tension with the duty of judges to hear the cases brought to them, known as
the duty to sit. Today, barring exceptional circumstances, the duty to sit is not much discussed and
has generally been replaced by a duty not to sit where appearance of impropriety would result.
Although, this standard works well in the intermediate courts of appeal, the principle may not

scale well to court of final resort where replacement justices are not available.™

A TR AR Rgiae afqar sy B e arer it
TG A IS [ IS qEr AE IO BH WA T GG | AT AR
i S e
FHFOAMAT LH! “IATH FTX (de minimis) AATIT: A HFHRET Feaf~ad qgT T2
FRO Tead | A FARIRT TE A6 USEl WA BT T qE BRIEE g,
G b ieeTd o U BEOR WEW 24 Y 7 g G, el cAuel fae yfihe
(Divident) 1 R AT B TeFeg, TEA T FTHT =470 Hedl a7 €2 Ui qdaream
TORAT AT Foae] e ATTFT IooT A | A Al YA HROT GET Ao
aRkfEafamr Rsir =i T €3 aT, A el SIFaW AT (de minimis) IACHT
HRT ARER W5 Ted T §7g W ~arndierel el 9 =g ag | =

3.8 I GAIC WG o SRl T AT T8 Hwon

Bl FEl SNl TRl H, T BEAAT G FAd AGTCAdADR TR
i wice e forgasmat e 9| aC el A ARaH 9 BiecrEEl e
foamesr &1 fouar o g1 FEw R Folr @@ s s e Swae e
G HHAT GRS W51 Tod W AqAd T A e Faed &, SdbE 3
AHUH g T T Al AT TS A 3 U ared o URus! Ui gera
| I T A qgT B g wedr vy e 3 N wgr Seeda
gAqh ETAEE G| adel A FAEerd IRET g Wgd G 9 ddnad

80

In This case the views of the CJ were supported by Gummow, MC Hugh and Hayne JJ.
81 M. Margaret Mckeowe, RECUSAL ON APPEAL: DON'T SHOOT THE CANNONS: MAINTAINING
IMPROPRIETY STANDARD, 7 J.App. Prac. & Process 45, 56 (Spring 2005)

=% Bangalore Principles at p 65 citing Commonwealth of Virginia Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee, Opinion 2000-5.
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HOUEES MRA ¥ A ARRSAHT qEaeT Heleed! SadiEd hearedd  TEdd
TR 7 |

=TT AT AET A RS (oh gOraH a1 G deras o
SAATNTH] FAAGAT BT Fa@lib] ®GHT Feqd ga1 IHe® WA efd goe
FAGEET §g | A0 AT AT GEeErd O SAEadiid 9vae el SAarndreT
FHE ASTITHT B SOIAREHE THIAd T ~AHTEEAE I FA qa@rdl aid
il o AWE 4T qﬁﬁ'ﬂ%?’l'l‘%’ Uncle Judges Syndrome qHTRT BT AT oers =ararerasT
A T A TeF Ted TR T TEEH A g1 A 43R0 W ARaET
T AT F. UH. SHIBT SqeAd SAET AEH "The Values of Judicial Lives TTHE
FHed (Resolution) TIRA 7! AT SIEAT ATFAT TOATHHT FHTAT T ARHT AICTGEIT
TR AT TET AT ATHA URAR, DT AR AT AT HTHT G e BIErs qi
AE AT TUHT AITATH BT T &7 g2 AR A4 | =

AT A, R00% W AKAH FHT AANT “Reforms in the Judiciary-Some
Suggestions” = 9frfeear BIIT HATTHT TEJA T FidAGTAT Uncle-Judges EARCEEED]
AT TE A GEIRR UGS ASTAdHT 989 REH! arhddl ual ASTeldd
AR GIHT FIH ZIT AT ABTAd (BT ASIbHT (1A T Albel AThdgeae
of T e WE FE M BT g W =

= Lo AEde 1269 ® U [ T Eeg aned 9w sieamet g
AT AAHHT [ T AHAeE S BTHT ATFA NS WOH! ASTATHT Fbrerd T
HATAHT AT GFIETHT AL T GaT AN ATEATHT AT AT [eaebl FART Y
P! ATATHT FCaAT AR I g AATHT ¥4 |

Where a Judge is transferred because the environment or the atmosphere is not congenial or
conducive to administration of impartial justice, he does so as a conscientious Judge responding
to a call of duty but where his sons or relations follow him in the transferee Court then it
becomes the most cogent and reliable evidence to show that the Judge openly allows himself to
be exploited by his sons or relations and this per se would be conclusive proof of misbehaviour
for which he can be impeached under Article 124(4) read with Article 218. If these facts are
proved, then he will have to be removed, for no Court can ever accept a plea of the Judge that
even after he was transferred to some other Court his close relations followed him there without

his knowledge.™*
— Justice P.N Bhagwati

% Chief Justices’ Conference, RESTATEMENT OF VALUES OF JUDICIAL LIFE, 1992 available at
http://rajasthanjudicialacademy.nic.in/docs/3_s1.pdf accessed on 20.04.2020

=¥ In any case, the judges, whose kith and kin are practicing in a High Court,should not be posted in the same High Court.
This will eliminate “Uncle Judges”.SeeLaw Comission of India, REFORMS IN THE JUDICIARY-SOME
SUGGESTIONS, Report no.230, (2009) available at http://lawcommissionofindia.nic.in/reports/report230.pdf
accessed on 16.04.2020.

St S.P. Gupta vs President of India And Ors (1982) 2 SCR 365
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WRAH! IoqH ATl ARNY AeEhT Wl AR 8 yRiE g
YAUHE B T AEACTAEEE BIHT U AH=g | ST Gy Aged A
T R0%Y IR TTUGH AAIET AN G| R AT Seute g
SHATEAT TG T g g ANHAT T Tl U I A5 T Grea | HIIA el
Jufeafoar o wmfy W G T HEAAD 9 GHA grg, aad J B gew
TET W BOEE 9 SRD WA WL AUHET gl A q 9 S B a ARAH
TgHIha UFT (Advocate Act, 1961) Fdd TIEHT TR HISFAA AP FgdT TogqaT HiEm
AT SAheeas IHEEH! e’ ~ARTHETH! ATATH F8d THae g | =

AT Y A frerers cafy wesrew v RguE 391 U9 MR weE
IS B e £ 5 5 R = | M K 1 1 2 B £ 2 B B S | S o e | e o T i i B A [ s
AT AT ¢ RN SAARHT HA LG G FEAAH A A T e
SR W I A IR (TS L S 1 B | QG IS4 B 2 M 2 M A B e e
AETEATETS Wbl BT WL T AT Wibe X oA S{Adiel ghar w9 A Fawers
FHIEH T T TRATe, fFtF = T Amdife=®! dwadT geargsT HRO 3Tl
JABT Uidbl THAHB] HA BIST AT FoAEH! U Hiqwd W=t U 41er g1 949 |
aqd g Il SfEEET WA A GE AETTadn § sE G T qa A
T g

afthel T FATATERTEE T ATRS] (b HSTad WA THT Hel I
U HRAH G| SRR AN S e 4 At VAR HEE 9= AETAden
=TT 9T IR GO U FEiiel THEEIGEN § Aewierd TG T ST BH eI
AL §F AEAG W AR F YA ISR S AATAdH AT a9 IeT gl .
FOUHI THTEAT § FISEY T WEHS &1 B9 g& T |

TIETOT URTATHT Ul THIAT SRIUBT UICT T8 Soiag Usd oUgel ef| a7
ffie o geg | WY SeeE T SEd e gRoui s BeER aefered
F Ea | Foweraerr o o TR FERE WAgE | a9 R0 9 9qE
feramaa =amderer FEd Fola T we UF g v | A€l GHEROTST RO i qE
T Wity qC FEdmn e wgr 2T o wwon e feds, seer qer R 6
TE | F ARYA BROT G T T O 9O WA eqg T B ARET BRO @y W

5% An advocate shall not enter appearance, act, plead or practise in any way before a court, Tribunal or Authority
mentioned in Section 30 of the Act, if the sole or any member thereof is related to the advocate as father, grandfather,
son, grand-son, uncle, brother, nephew, first cousin, husband, wife, mother, daughter, sister, aunt, niece, father-in-law,
mother-in-law, son-in-law, brother-in-law daughter-in-law or sister-in-law.For the purposes of this rule, Court shall
mean a Court, Bench or Tribunal in which above mentioned relation of the Advocate is a Judge, Member or the
Presiding Officer.( See Chapter 2 section 1 no 6 of the Rules); See also K. Chandru, Father Son and the Holi Court, an
Op-ed in http://www.thehindu.com/opinion/op-ed/father-son-and-the-holy-court/article6528282.ece accessed Dec 22,
2017.
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IAA [T T AIUIAE PR T 9Fg | 9O AKSIHT  SATRTEes
Tererate fEfera s 9 9

Guide to Judicial Conduct UK 2008

3.11 Judges should, however, be careful to avoid giving encouragement to attempts by a party to
use procedures for disqualification illegitimately. If the mere making of an insubstantial objection
were sufficient to lead a judge to decline to hear a case, parties would be encouraged to attempt to
influence the composition of the bench or to cause delay and the burden on colleagues would
increase. A previous finding or previous findings by the judge against a party, including findings
on credibility, will rarely provide a ground for disqualification. The possibility that the judge’s
comments in an earlier case, particularly if offered gratuitously, might reasonably be perceived as
personal animosity, cannot be excluded but the possibility should occur, and is likely to occur,
only very rarely.

e el YT Bared A1 "Eered BUG A SUEd fUml g1 WRYd B0
FECHT ~AEATEE g1 ¥ A AT AT QAT IAE BT U G| TR e
T seaar @ B wE 9U €9 sl SR | JEAEr el GEEE U g
T AR HEEEHAT |ise A HET 99 R. K. Anand v Delhi High Court™ %1 HgI &1 AT
HETT RS ARIAHT R K. Anand “ATATRNT HTAET GRAATE I ATE T eHgaT W

R.K Anand v Delhi High Court (Recusal matter 2007)

“The path of recusal is very often a convenient and a soft option. This is especially so since a
Judge really has no vested interest in doing a particular matter. However, the oath of office taken
under Article 219 of the Constitution of India enjoins the Judge to duly and faithfully and to the
best of his knowledge and judgment, perform the duties of office without fear or favour, affection
or ill will while up holding the constitution and the laws. In a case, where unfounded and
motivated allegations of bias are sought to be made with a view of forum hunting / Bench
preference or brow-beating the Court, then, succumbing to such a pressure would tantamount to
not fulfilling the oath of office."

-Mr. Justice Manmohan Sarin (Justice, Delhi High Court)

=qrrdler AREET ARSI ANE AlTAhT AR A AT
TR T TR Iodqd ~AAedel ST GRAH 89T 3 qaT T8 AT A1 qiew

= g wAfaThT AR, SHHT GEANEE T aNE duacht A1E . @, afeerd TeaT UErdl el Usel qard
SO WETH ATEY TETHT el Gode AT Wi HATS, ASTCdHT WET Wty s @A fiE aeerea
FASH T HRA ARG HA TAVERT NDTV o G Wty A 5 aRg Afvadmmdd I =
TR BEqgT T ASTATH] FFeT BT A BRAE IS | W OHgET A aiad qwe s
e g ufy eeRe amnder aRE afee g3 SRawt wuoeaE $ Seed TS @ gar
I AT TG B A o e ) st fiech wre wdEn wamden woEr 93 adeew g 7l
AR YA UeH B TR BT SEE S v @Hl e B aRd B | gwty arees
ARFT A QAT T Fal GHAH] A-aIeiare STl ALTAAEHE AT AW T Aga=a fhal qg | e

R.K. Anand v. Delhi High Court, (2009) 8 SCC 106.




¥g | T AER T FAATENST AR 9T UE A

WE Igd J T\ ey AANIAET SR el W W qErEr 6 e
ool | Mg | @ty 9 09y A GAG TF GEREH] LT FAAEEE T
T W9, P W WG I T4 ISAaH A hae 0| SAaeEiies oL,
FET T qUHHT TAATH THT TG HEMT aH1ad T Ak Arachl TH FIRAHT T
1. AE gaTe I HETAT ATF T67T ATATHee® qaimer g qa qerEE Srauet
I recusal I AN | WWWW@WW@T@W
TH b | g A IH HEHI ATHNEEERI FANAAD B0l TRET | T
T ST gE YT EHAIE HeeX Tedl TS TSI “draconian order...” FEUHT W
A U | HETHT GAATg T AT Feed & T HEEE gad I T 38R
THUHT AACATHT TEAIE g W FA BT ARG GG BN AHEAE AR
TRE FUEE UfFgT TgAs WRe SOUE[d SLUY. hedel 9 WEHl gHarg e
AHATE FANT BT RS GIArg | AT =gl AT SAAEdr q51 0
At forum hunting T recusal 1 ANT T+ ‘T‘{%ﬂ'ﬁ AT Aeg el A= 79 HeETHT
WUHT | Fel dbdged AGTAdATS sgomwé AE FeaH] SAAEH HET TdlHY
Wbenchhoppingﬁwwmmmmmﬁf
ATEAIH  FAGAE T ATEAT GEWdThl N (SIp  ATedtd B0 ol
FATIAH] BT ART T B0 T AgT WL AT bedel T&Ql Gl e Tqa

SEEa Pl “Calculated psychological offensives and mind games adopted to seek recusal of

Judges, need to be strongly repulsed. We deprecate such tactics and commend a similar approach
to other Courts, when they experience such behavior.”*® Iq "jl}'l?l?f ﬁww HUTETd =T, PEEK|

"qmﬂ\ia FHETHNYT ATHTHE [BRIHBT ATATET TI% ‘Why JS Khehar was arguably one of the
worst Chief Justices of India’ TNHHT W@ THTRT T TEH! (e ATA=ATTHT HAT |

Subrata Roy Sahara vs Uoi & Ors on 6 May, 2014

If it was learned counsel’s posturing antics, aimed at bench-hunting or bench-hopping (or should
we say, bench-avoiding), we would not allow that. Affronts, jibes and carefully and consciously
planned snubs could not deter us, from discharging our onerous responsibility. We could at any
time, during the course of hearing, walk out and make way, for another Bench to decide the
matter, if ever we felt that, that would be the righteous course to follow. Whether or not, it would
be better for another Bench to hear this case, will emerge from the conclusions, we will draw, in
the course of the present determination.

-Justice K.S. Radhakrishnan and Justice J.S Kheher

% “The above passage, in our view, correctly sums up what should be the Court's response in the face of a request for
recusal made with the intent to intimidate the court or to get better of an ‘inconvenient' judge or to obfuscate the issues
or to cause obstruction and delay the proceedings or in any other way frustrate or obstruct the course of justice.”
(emphasis is ours)R.K. Anand v. Delhi High Court, (2009) 8 SCC 106

In our view, not hearing the matter, would constitute an act in breach of our oath of office, which mandates us to
perform the duties of our office, to the best of our ability, without fear or favour, affection or ill will.

%° Subrata Roy Sahara v. Union of India (2014) 8 SCC 470

29 id
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=T TAnd e FRO WG B T AT EaA ) w@rd wE & A A
aifde Tl 9 UF H| O QAR AT F b B T T 2 Herhl uRony FEd
@ W wTeT e @ g7 O g3, USal WMBER THasE T qvE Al
TEfvesr wrergt 3w Rafqwr = w1 ¥ gy @ €aW, T F Hed adam
TRATE | UpTadh =T S T WA gR w3 e g e
A o WAHHR EEwal T uW § e dfeed aieg ) asad B
e i @ woA WEr B €ed, R aed '@ a1 Wil gkl e wwew
s @Al (Real Danger) 4l qEHTsd AT (Reasonable Apprehension) HUHT HA Eal
g &, e TET TR (Probability) HT UM FET Se AT MW HET A HRIEE
TgT WFgH A U dheE g A qHEd FUEEH! WY Jedd@ TRUH B T AW
UREGIET AT U= HEMWHT A8 BIFFAHS] Geadl T FreR FYHRTe Huraeb!
TETHT AT @ (] e arie gaf-ud Agee daaar e g deal
HETT “ATEA TN Tk =IrndieT geae Wal Bl elsd d% Aeael Tedie T
T W G qEET W S T i weor [ e 9t 3R eeterde
AT T AT W Rigraens deas gl A WEeE w= BA BRI 9 G
| DG W AR A Feres gar crmenn wlen o G el deqar TReE g
T HA AT 0 WSS A FUAEE TG ATE RO SIS Fiotedl Brg We gar
et a9 == RuE G|

3.0 IYEER

Y AT GTEEEAT FANAAE! WEEEHl AR BT SqaedT, qeAIcH
faferemrerdT TRUBT FE Haed, FHR AEE, 7AE SFaeR T HEeedl W e
T T Fegsar ardierR d6ed e @, S99 wd 99 WA |
feuer bt 3T o UE | TEE WY SO UM ey W9 e sk W
B, Toa! FieR weifad oft &1 T = YeW T ¥ A e wEE e
JEHT Hed B | RS FAHAqr BT aGId T HA G g oy AL ATFT B
T B G| W WA CAET HE ETEH AN A1 ATCHWE U g ATTEER
TBIET FAITNNTETS AR Aed N USel adeie wieed @ wamndier
IS U FAS BT =% AR cJaede®d IWH gl ax ar
e waas fdaeht ywlosr g o Ft Feg, abas! AT aT THERH
FHARAT AT ATAAMCHS BRAG! T ACAA] WUHT SARHEEAT o FU HAHH
fafete aifRafaer el 5| %8 gearn s Sahordn W A WU W,
T a U TFEeTs FeT el ° AP el IOuTE ARG e | e
RISTHT 9787 FATAqH] T q Bos FoHeE e ofeusr gl W qawet
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e oRRafqers B BwERa wees gl qut adT qeg gesr |t
RIEEAIGC AR R Ea E3Y T Ter éf 21 fF “Justice must satisfy the appearance of Justice”.
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¥.9 T yaer

=rnefeT TEa ¥ UE g oar 94, S Oy T 99 Sear g A 9, 9
TG TR T3 TG TF A g AT G Ao B I ASTEAAAA WA BIg AGTeld
MR FrelFE T SARBIT &8 T HagRA THd 9= Teg | a9 URegedr
AT FETAANA T AR TG T T I g SATBRAD! [ATIAT TAAICHSE [
I Ra AFIROTIHaRT ATIRAT THTET I B ARUH F |

¥.R IEndRT SeTeaEr "'l_gp T 9 (Court Room Behavior)

ARTAAA SACATGAT €T a1 FT B &I AT FHeal SFqeR Mg T
FAA U F W g A T W SE TAAA T GEW €A B MR G AT G
T T Gy | ARTed FA FUHR GE BiEH TGAT B Aheeel TEeE
AR g | fon safther TN SgAERETE B0 WA oAETed Wi g A T |
AN W oIS [ FqEar SR M &, IUT G AA€AHT gaaed FHeae
@Y ¥ ST |

HIAANA T STAER Fraiid Hed ®©IH ASTAddH] HAET I T TS, 4
T T AT AT TahE, SHHI T GEUd HHARIEEH! FagR T SAEEel aih,
WEIHT &, JIEgRY, ¥9) &AF] ARheed T UAeRE® Uegd|  ~Amrndier
PRl daHe grg, dsrerdnE S B T gy b T g4 WA B4 4 A
TR Fed T B AL QA TE TIE ISHST EUAT ARG TATATHT
AT WA gA®d ] AAE g |

¥.R.9 AATEET T HHAGS! QS

AT AT FHEA (AT A GEHAT TIAET: ASATHT BT
AN HRATE ¢aT AN AN TEHH T @A | A iershl s FHe
EUE AR FOEeE TET Jedr@ qUHT g | qEf qeel A e
FHT BTl BB TEEH qel SAH] I GeTIal g T 8¢ Grerarore a= o | &
erfiEEe U HE A GfEerhl T A7F HAT GeHAT U BEE W@HN WS W T go
T B a9 Eniwet aEwE gawd g WHl § X A FAHl aF THIEE
AU e RRAT, CrEwr =rer W AT o |

R Rieel aTea HaamEen J00Y Fo &, I59 AaTed FaamEet 2093 T qUY |
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BTHT =IIATaT 8 fecrad T T dfeel 9 aureT § TaERr B
WEIF FHAN T WAR] WAHH qEH 8| Hal dec@rd oAl HHerdaml i
i G A e, dfee AfeUA g1 aEe SoeEa i B e
P T BICH THAT AIAAD] GelH HHAN T AdPHasgead! AN u [elid! g1 Hrel
Fle J AP T g 3| W AAEEH NAFHAETHT TG TAFEEHT qTE
e SR sfag |

¥.3.R QA T TIAER T

AT G FATAT TES AT U G BTH FITHT GHTAT F Godg,
AETIaHT EHA T fEr W qW B wEw w Fofr e W g1 setee
THAATER] THIRT T § FH-aq AR(Aqe®d! HIAE Tofele o Ay =g
T P | SEEXHI AT Sfeal A@Terd HaAm@Eed, R00Y &I Fa\/ 3(R) AT “Aarad
GAH! UH UICMGaRd o8 THUHF =@l U oversl Al Iodled earud: d7
THAHT GHAY A T 7 WA AT ALGHT | ¥ AR A AT AR
Tarer 9 =TT A SIS qHT qedd: A Hed qaTH dSaIs)
T Fewr M@ g1 e Fwasad T FeAw, FE aqeedd T Ad
T iy wdEA | Awed U uiRer wafmam e M ¥ sy | S 3serd
T, WD AR GeATSUD! THIAWET JE G GISTHT TS, AITAqD] GHIHET
W A =1 BT T qibudy U A G SOAEEE T3 A g HHEE
TR WA AET G| A SAEE T T A B T G G
Feqferd T AT GFT =A0E AT SNoar A | B ARCdeeH qHg |t
TgId AN AR G ¥ WHEHG §E g rEh qEIers cadRdd T dishus 0

THT ZAATEHT T IITH &7 |

¥.R.2 TIAESE T I TqeR

TIAGHT €G] AN [ 9 gAUE ¥ IO WEhl Wl UggEdrs 9
TEER U THUE | ST WA BET SEET Gedn q9 AEaddl ae wHeaeed
HETHT &, Teh, MET AT Hd THF Fa8R TG 9o HU Iaal Gead T | 78!
T T T BT b G A ATATAT AT B U TE THEE GAE CA| W THEE
T U €I 9 FA A TEe GRIET T A WA S O, T W @ISR
F qA B AN AT s, |, forg, o, e, ST Aaies Rufd, g,
FEISE T AMGH  HFedT AfGD! AIRAT AIAN GATHT IUARHIEE A ATH

AR T IAAAD! BT GHAB] AN g6 qared AId A 200y B w3 T Y
¢ AR Hiedr 5.3 |
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TEER T T BT BT EIY S WA BEA SUAl Ged HEAd T B
SHEEAEHdETe Wi, w3t S, e, e ararear Sgwre T el T srEer T
feg €&

wAraTdrer TS T, TS, S ¥ T gaaE, e, 7, et
a1 R g | AR FAevEE qEyl wannded A aie )| AR e
AHUFT G AN W Yo 9E At g e 99 sEerar s
TERATRT YeaaedT T WA HAR qeqds | A Faed geeE, deles,
HAgEiEE T 97 TR WHEeed e, W, 79 T 84 9 cueer T T e
FO GG | AR FHALANAT  ARAEGD! Feww A FEeE @
e ®aIe qHA TIEd YBH! AT T+ a3qae” | °

AR UG HEIHT WATT GEThl A Al T AU @ | % e
AeHielrg, “AATENT a1 HHANEEAT HqA GFargT T4 a1 FIgR TH 9= Hq i
T FFG | F ATATHT FANT T AT ed g U ey | e e
YEEHT TN F IUATE HEAT HEdl AR 9FG | HIATT ATEATHT TEAEEHT Ahd g T
IO TdE afFe TS T RHT 9 G TG | ST A B A A W
N Eg T WA AAA AW GHE ST U wEg | § Biearsy @@l U g
Fg | A T AT dcded Heeaqu o foree =amrr Feq awwn gy w1 34
AT BXEH WAAT AT | BT AR BT GHEA T weAWRT Heeaqut T ey
PP TR O WEA B e SURT gEONl WA gy | UG Bieel BRI arheld
deardles & U Aed g, A1 Fuel Ao gEw W % Arhitg g U wwg |
aad A W gmeEsW FER T T fAwEedst gagaeleders g5 s T
FHHA FFA T I STFRR I |

The judge must be conscious that there is no such thing as an unimportant case. Every case before
the court merits the same scrupulous attention. Only then may we say that there is equality before
the law.

-Canadian Judicial Council®®

SAATEEE THET A &g 01 9 ARTEFH SHaBRAT AIqNH! HU HEHT
g% &7 3ufedd T Ell 313}[%?1?[ qeTehT Wﬁ E3Y RIE] (exparte communication) ﬁ, N
T AR AT §7g | OGN aihdars SaweRHl e $ads 9 geer ard
TRUFT G| A HEH GIAE §IOE A AT GIAE e WA g AR A G

4 YTER GiEdr ©.q |
< MR et 6.8 |

% (Cited in David Wood, JUDICIAL ETHICS A Discussion Paper, Australian Institute of Judicial Administration Inc.
1996 atp 14




WY | e amER T Farendiere AR ERaruE dera

RO AT Feqerar WA 3Ed 14 e ferqelt e A geifaa g A fSaeie
e g4 | AGARAT O TR e fig amavas g

Wﬁf&ﬁwqaﬁﬂ@ma@%mﬁ@aﬁaﬁmﬁﬁ%
fa=me ar W;_W PILUI) é_'fl aTE FARA T TS "Bump on the log judge"
qF=g 99 A THRIST a7 wahd AT (Extrovert Judge) <8 Ui WD wATaTedieT
RS | b Fredl Sueh aeqe a4 s athel 90 79 F4 @

TS AT ST 48 ©ATel TG A% A= A Fq Aarge
®F T T AWH ®F Fq 2l T AGHT AARTEE FIAAE AT A
Grea, B R T T FE AmeEEd @ FOE A weed {ua g
STl a1 IABEH] [HOTETHT T & Td HAGTHT AR He AT AR T |

=grndier, FEA HAAE T AICAHT AT HEHT TAGHAHT cAfheed e
YD AH] FU AR AR Y& BT | ATHNEEAS FAAGHAT THEBR T T
SileEe af credr wfEed HEEe wete FU AUl wAfE GeRfaar ay wed
aIP G| AEIA: IAAEH THH] TAALAS JAHT €A = T THEBR T, I
TAATGHT FALT &I Aldbeled ~ATATHAS BET FAAGAS FHAM G T T T T
fredar o aeRd® T RhT T grg | UG WETRT GEers AR e
e FAETT g 9 T@sT UM TR N g | 9 A AR E 3 8|
AT A ATREAE e HEW=aT =7 (6o Gaer ] 9] Hod @e A
BIET AR Aiear faadaada g7 wrg |

TOCTEH e AR Forq=al TACAh X AGYT 917 ARE UF TAUE (bias
and prejudice) BT| FARIAT @l Ud WHRCHE Wi T FA AT TG SARHIC
fFEeTTsl W e WA TN 8| qC W Haers i gHiel b oaurs Sl
a EIE gagg W WE WH gH SR W9 G W Bl Al gegEE
AAIEE @G Gro A HAAls ARTAqeee] THHR A T Wegeadl THAAT
AT T FHANGE [@0Eeq T SARHId €IH O a6 g7 9ag W Hds
THHR MNTH G | *

MUH  AERH] GaHHT g8l Jaedls SaRhId UARIE  (personal bias) T
WW(issuebias)ﬁ@W%Wﬁﬁml
SRGIT qaE: SARhd &SI, ATaT 9¥9e a7 SaTEdds GEaeeAl ATIRAT 3o
TEIE B WP BT AT (eqet e e |

% See Bias Free Behavior in Courts at p.1-2 et TR Gfieider Qe ®1 Wiy T W qeran g9 wivesh
HEATT T HREAD] &7 TWHT FU Ioaid TTH G |
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e qate: —amrdieel HE1 9 9 weaga e K@ ool Wt g,
T GBI DT F a7 Ao A AT GRUTEE aeh bl 7 9 |l
=TT T Wl B g8 9o A1 Rigrast WA 2|

A G WEST F B CAAA qeAdE 9 SEE ATEA AT FGH
FHAEE TAEET  Aaa ©UH HEIhT TEUT TAE SUEER TN gag, 9
s FOAaET 9fiEd g RIAEE SRd AEdA 9 SaEEE @R
AL, AT ATHT 1 “AEUHT e, ~andieTeeet A FHaur o e 9
ey g |

Nothing is more basic than courtesy. The court system exists to serve those who come to it
voluntarily as well as those who are involuntarily summoned. There must be a welcoming attitude
on the part of the court personnel, including judges, the chief judge and other judges of each court
must take personal responsibility for setting a tone and attitude of courtesy and helpfulness toward
all who come to the court.

-Michigan Supreme Court**

AWE A1 GHvEe HTHE AT €l FETaR! G 4 SRl YR T |
T JEHHT AR AH SUAeRB] ANl [HENT TCeh! qared HErade ARTAana T
T T T BEEH o 3§ Rup g @ aden pueeers ot ke
Ut TR aE dAh! T KU

AT TR

FRTITHT TH g

T cAhe®els AEKIAS IFeR T 2 | forg /o Wi atewEr  WiH oAb
TEAaTE AR W B
A GAE ok WEEEE (SEAT Judicial | G99 SARhE®CTS (o, WIS, =W, I,

fraternity, man power, Tocdl Tollehl  Tares
ey | HHATOWT Tl WA W AE
T W B 958 WA T B

AUFA AT AN, G, e ar
AT Jeatde! STETAT B AT TR

HITATHT Ao/, R Fa= Tars
T WART g WEGH WAl TR T
TS T S T TS TR

T Ud ASTAANT AT eaehl WANT
TR

o ~

T ARhEEdE AR weIEE wear o
TS, WL S A A R e

A, S, SEGHT F e = TS

qIAT AT TSI AHT AREEE® T AN
T IR ©IAT AIRH Ahegedl Al

B3 YERE®d! WANT T 2

AN

Except from the final resport of the citizen's commission to improve Michigan courts. cited in BIAS FREE

BEHAVIOUR IN THE COURTS, (Brochure of Michigan Supreme Court).
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e TSR |

AT G GHA TAeR TS, o | AAAqH] FHANEE g TAUE TaeR
FAAEH AN AGAT AW(HI AN B | TFTa
WETIAT T T, A7 UGS TR

BB IR | & R e P C D C |l L M | D IR e e BT D B
GHIAHT IAAEE T el q57e: 1
> A FEFae Hagddls g9 WA UR IaaE A 9eq FaEd e
TR,

> TEIF T ARl FHAIEEIT T4 HaieT Fadd dqEa sueer T,

> AThdTs BMhH WwaMI Al SUagR I,

> i qEEe GEThl HH FRARCTE TAT T,

> IH BEE FEREl @R TR 908 T qEE S wEfEy SR
69 Fafa s S Saer T R,

> TEATE ¥ e W,

> WFTETS gUH], TACTE AU T Hel Hael T dHeHarhd Je) G610,
> WETdI FNEIAEE Mbaare gers I4: R Tda

=T IREEHT T ST W IeE TEUET 7 gl g, A Iqa
TEHAT T AEEHAET U I GUHR Tege | qX BEW wEiE User wq@ ue
g s oo gefed T Rk sEed uf uger i Fewd e der @)
M AERET WA At S I FeE S O WA e T g B

T

STl YT WHCTAT bl & AGEH G Wid caed T e, s,
A wd i, At T SRR A R FE oEeR T v B
“AME AERE! A HewaDl grg| Rgraa: aEeqa 99 Jau 9 wE e
IER e X Sl UEEE J A g ¥ A9EaT Ud e afd iR g
WEIH! U3 T&l ATFAT HU AR 97 9 9 T SUlerd § W arareierel el
JUTET TETRT ATHFAT B THET A= o ATaaRoT s Tode T =AMhE  Hoqeqarar
FT IT g BIEFH ATAA HATH! U5 FEIST B T |

TICTEHT EET ~ATATET WTAd: HEIHT Tee®d] HU Grqae | ~ATareiershl <
B WL FE Heoadwt T P HH Heoddu d; q€ T TEET AR W G HET
SR% Heeawl grg e HU AR WA WA L UEEEET STEe T |

10 Saai AT, v URTEn O IO Wl T e, S URTEERT R0ES |3 1] AT AN
T WA TS |
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I afbae®d J8d R Aty i gareTud afe ¥Erer 9dee Suiad gh
FE B A AETGT A JNEEATE AE HU A= AN & T geg | A€ &t ¥
Feel M qET =MoREd Sel a1 oFF aHuAs SO AEdeEe HEMl TEeEh
FeUAER Seque | T AR T UErS ad T AETIE WU GelrEee 4 I9els
TS UM el ATGY {37 ForgH |

¥.R.Y SOREHAT WM T oadedt

TAAEMA qM~q T STIET IAZAC, AFNTRT HIH Bl | Gl Solegadl 7Y
S TEAS W W T T P B TAH A BIST | AR Wi T eqATAT HrAH T
ATSAT WETHT TS GE Gied e i =i T ge |

FAIAAHT T T STGEAT BN T AAET SRy

FHIEH! Nledl ASTATHT J0¥0 Bl TAHAT UCHT TIST USHHT AT M~ sqael
IS D! U3l TIY FEFAH] €IAT o Aihg |

f@E. joyo|oyqy 9@ @l FU @ Edl g T usar aEEn Hamae
TAGASHT USUHI Faeardl Hell W | WEd g A ATCHEeN T g € T q@Er
fraoersht siwedl 2t o AeIETSAT TeAT| A YET BIEhl fSloell ARTAdHT U9 gaT
Hfed EETe el THE ARTAAHT JAYT T TN ¥ @eEs 9 Sedr| 9 gerars
AT FAYHT o AT IS AT ¥ SHARdd aArs KAl FATENT Fel F
| A S UEE greT R <l gl Wieerdl usere FEerd ared @ qermr
o | =& smfoen fafom s wioadier e ot et SuRdd wusmer e
el Ted W ST, IS A g Fad aredr T ata F At R widerd
T Abele® (e T AETedeTe FRby, SHEEHl B GIAE AUl A B
I el gell A=Al WAl | FH IAAEAT WHT b G §A A9a]
AAATHT AT oo T STy ~Aaee . FRAE g7 el a¥ I@ah HE

HEH IS |

HRTATHAT MM~ T HAEAT HIIA BT AR ATELAD GaT ATl FREm G+
AR T 9 UG | Aeia Heers safthels S WO TRISH ¥ THNH SVrEae
T BTG AR A T ATEIHAT GIER ATAGH] ATRATHT WET TS Wk | AT
TAAEAT GFAMIES e, AEH a1 g UL o, Gl 9§, gl €agAl aled,
Rr=areH, Wietge g, ATARISHE 91 SioE HUEl G, BIEAT F S 9 T Hq
T q&ITs SAAAE garsd qag | 1

191 Jjona Goldsmith, ORDER IN THE COURT: CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUES IN THE LAW OF COURTROOM
DECORUM, 31 Hamline L.Rev.1,25,35 (winter 2008)
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¥.R.% SSTCEHT TSl
AAEET BRABE] ATRGH IJARAT TUHT T-agEH! gahel Gled
areer fee o Ru o B SRl w e aear e Aeqa: dETeIadT gasmel
TSI HFAHA G @I JRae AeawE g |1
> AR TEUHT UL UHEHT EUHT AT GORET T gaed | gdber
THATE WS U Mo,
> A1 I FAR THUEEH ARIH s Ma ATHM TR, Wl Aeadial @eg g,
> AEReTS EAHEl Ned e wAEE Bl geg | s =i
EIERISIER PRIt R

¥..6 AR¥E T AT EE IUUHH AEGSR BLEE WIHT HE FARDT
TEE

Inre Berkhimer [877 A.2d 579 (pa.ct.Jud: Disc, 2005)]:

A HEMT UF-aaIAT TSUH! UIST AIWMES  (Majesterial District Judge) ST
ATTAAH] AR FEHALAE AT FAFER THI ARTH TEaE gargar| gel &
FHIEGT FheEe BRg &l uN qew uow AHE T graEeie weEEE T T,
HRETH! T A q@ST T AR B, a AN oieERaraeE HEM W
HICRITREEH AHT e €THT H T 197 |
Inre Seaman [133 N.J. 67, 627 A2d 106 (1993)]:

T HET A1 ToTb] Wideel ARTAqH! ~ATATHTAS &0 fEAewh qaa graen
AU T e R S AfRer FHEOET AE 'l A BeE
T ¥ YCHUCH ATEYIdH EIAT ITH! TREHT gl ANHT o H1 THI AR
T U O |

Inre District Justice Bradford Clark Tillbers, [N0.3JD.95674 A2d 1217(pa.ct.Jud.Dis.1996]:
AT WEMT ARMERISTR A% T8’ A8 (Judicial Conduct Board) < HET FTIX

DT [T FTHHT AMMUH ATMEA AGTAT (Court of Judicial Discipline) HRIT =amardreret
Tl FAT T TR G B T, BEAAIAT Al HHAIEEH] TOAT AT T
G, WeHHEEH HEHl AASET EREEd] YN TGl WehdWr qer| R
FETEAe] IS €0 AEEn qere gEer e T e T qr gaers e @
TETH TR ISR g FIRHTE TR T qehiar T6eR T 0 Fereder qren
ol | W ST T AT T SRR T, IS UEAe gersa |

Matter of Inquiry Concerning a Judge [N0.1496,261 GA 537, 407, SE 2d 743 (1991):

1% Tdatp 29
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A e ST TSAET U FARers dyd gdave e et W
FAEE FEEATl A T TOE 9 35 UeH W SAndiees Aq9dth ol e
AMEATCHS HRATE NARRUH! 87| I T6 geAmT 39 doal ATkl & g
TS AEAHR T Y| TRt @ F0 Ay amfisE gaedr e S argeere
FE TABEE TS e WEAl ENGEH! THUAR! TS WAL TBReHE oah
T Y S TS A |
In re Carr [593 So.2d 1044,105 (Fla.1992)]:

AT HEHT FARETH! UILT ~AATHEATS HETH A8 AGEH A5 TdeR T
U3l TN TASTR oOth VIRUHT ABRATeh! SR T=d TRIgar | a1 J&r Il
Rt sefer Raers AT &l oA Bled g W SO aEd | ol Sm
(Dago) SIS WART TN ATHSHE 958 HY Ted H U AT &, e )
In re Esworthy, [568 N,E 2d 1195, 1196(N.Y.1991)] :

A WEM A ToIH] TRANE  AGTAdH] TSl ~ATATHeers i &t
PREH T5T8® WART TRBMT HAEE Be3dl | Il A HSAId U Ol (e
TN W BY| I Gegwl AEEEd I FaeRd HEEl USEEd A USel
FE=E ATATERIT ST THHT A AR ol TR 9 I e 5
e e sreTera g

¥.R.9 SRAST YeaEie! FaRT

TARFTHT FMET ToaH! TSl ~AAdeTes T qEHT THeedls erearsT
MY WANT BT o8 h] BRI HRATET TRAT | O AT USST ATkl AANH! aITH
IATEITE "Boy" M WART TXhT YT5qshl HRUT I TATE @bl W1 =M graT
EE] (Judicial Inquiry Board) HT HET Berdr | 3 HET It "When I am talking to you boy,
youlookatme“‘ﬁw fa'QI T & E) T SN AT ATl AT ARl 958 JanT
i Mr, Mrs, Ms ElEEICIERED “Ii-?\gv(dl AH \‘R“él Mr Smith, Ms Tutu ElER DI ‘Tﬁ\@‘
9 AT HATS G "boy" AT "son” YEE YANT T AT I Ueedl AH WA el
Arnold, Richard T Bob 7t sy amexrdt Wi | @fy® d¥aeT U4 qaed fregar
Afeel T FHMSET O¥F T TIT AIHUEHT I5G8E Honey, Sweetie, Dear, Little lady, Pretty girl,
Young lady ¥ME Y58E® Teqcl QMG TLAANAH! d8 AT (Hierarchy) €18 WATS
€31 AN T gaaeH Ui 9 Aifergenn g |

193 Cynthia Gray, supra note 2

o¥ Pennsylvania Interbranch Commission for Gender, Racial and Ethnic Fairness, ACHIEVING FAIRNESS THROUGH
BIAS —FREE BEHAVIOUR: A Packet Guide for the Penneylvania Courts at p 10
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ity el Qe =ammeieer wIsEr qrh! St Adardiers "Boy” 9v AT
(Discorteous) [9AT a1 fUT Wel HU AESH q@qH] [@TF 1, ATH A Teq FAN
TR Rl e B A TR T A I B G W ar e 3
o BEATITET RN A@ BT TS A I T | W AT s=r3dl @i 3el
TR T SIS AGUHT TAEE YR T ST c@heEe SAETEeens Hieed
STAAIEIE TS YEaEell AN THT gl A 9 <@l gl ar #qgm
ZfeMIsg HIE HHATA Add: YA Boy WAl GFelge R ATARIoHS 8l a8 Al
95T ATHAT AT T el @ierhl BEH T AW AR THAE @hl aEdHy
TIAT G TET G|

T AT FFaEel AATeTes & HEd Teag WEIHT UEars geard I, % Had
WA ZEE ATIIH MeEEE TANT TS e WAl (98T &9 Fciep a1l |

AT —ATATHTEE THAIAE HETHT TeTeclls qrald &l Hidsh! madt
STgehT WANT T 9ol HXAT T 9o iopel fRufd T | Sharetrar afersbier =amandivreees
I TEATS WEES 1 AT wed O el gl e A a9e wgr e
w1 fofe orus! &, a8 Jefer 9= SEEeiel N WART T i g, e
et TR w1 ST [uaT g T Forr, wed waie ®99T Seqdl Sy a1 Sud 9
FOA AR T4 b5 T A (1 a1 T Teqh] TIN 9 q4dT q&diwe g |
Y el T SHFERAT Wiy TN HoaE wegawl AN ui e |

¥.2.c Femrar R

AT =E T B FHAA GRER AT SR GRadT T g1 B
qEET At qE A1 U SRR THURT BT WA A1 AR HRO ATE SR dEe]
T AT A SO A B T QUG | UTCTHT AT Ufeeiehl O oA S Ser
FEIHT FAAHEE FAEH W g AW GRAT oMl W e et
TR HEMT T TG AT TIATIEIET @A AT T F&AH] @ 2 |
HUHT % R A AT HEMT A ST B oAl e S9aeRal & 7 T ALl 9
S, I oA TE R @l g haen Ut BET) % 9= A gemn g4
FTTAAHT JURTT o AT o BRI 977 §FH THH X A e SgHa T
D] &A1 a1 | TATIRIEE @A A Rafharee Al qfeerdl TF aae | @
a7 o 7t RuT | AT W AT USeT AT FAERIg WA O HIah!
ATA=HT T | SR T b T AN ATl AT B GY U gReE Reue

% fIFTEAT YT FAT [ FORIST FTEA, T 0% 0



ARH AR T AT AR ARAT TR A9 | 89

AT Consistent TITH | A At Tea, ARR a1 FHTAST Tt sAT@AEE decta! T &F
e w1 SRevg W TR AT 98 T 98ed 99g A% (6T I 9T @ T
FRO Geqig | Fad  ArEcHe  feoquiies ”IT AfdeahT aediel - AaTadeb!
AUEAT T W= FET Wo WA, R SRl U A-qAed A-Ad UF Al agEe
o T g =i TFeREt @A S WET B @ e sEAr Jeadr W
g ey U |

¥.3.% fufa T e

SurerET ufged gEEr Ao Fig T Rl dee 7 ffe Seen Y waE
Aea=d FATEdT TNUHI TEUHT | YT Acd=d el § qebled FHofa T4 qoaer Tearsar
qAr=e AITAAH! TEAT T [T q0 SAATHHT HEBEAT (01 ARG M@ Al Tl
Z 030 T R0¥0 FHI TMHAT AN «@H WaAred AE[AAH! I TIAEAT Folaad
Afpd &aT, T TOA™A U WEEEHT T UF UeH T G HW A fRafewr g€
TCHAFH U GAST q@ qlfebredl | A% et @l ey, Fofd gars Wl difeuent
ferar et Wi We ¥ GUR geedl T qeed YeEeds Suesd TEeedl | GIeh
oAl U AR F A Wed RET Roye Uy Fufr gEres w0 wEnw
ARTEIAH] TEHN W TEd THI el TR God TNCHT g | ol 9 a1e TR gl
qf AR FE HE q AU AN T AN AT TN F | IS qrAAE GABE
Tl ACEET WU 7 5 HEerd 9 0 Higed qUR WUT T A A 4 gg
oty @S e ¥ FE g e TR T AR P 9w
IETIEE 9o T [Secll AR TEdl 9 Wergi | A FUeE @ Hia T gt
ARG U9 GFAaq ARTAAH] AEAAT BT WG R ANE AERE R A Fe®
ARSI ERRN

edfiwet I=9 T ool w@reds! dedr hedrhl W) M e o
AT el T RIeg | A9 T {Fde QueEr T e Seoid WUET
FHT Bl HEer T geg A1 a9 We WA TET @k ST’ MR e W
Tgl T UIST WERwEdl BN HEMT dobleld  Geaed  HEidd  gvparhl Udb
AT T TR FAred AGTAde qqaTs AT SedH! ugeg | Ja
TRHETAE 2T T el i haal e AT BEl ¥ e i
T AEREN A B&l A FAIET gEFA ) THAEAE AU SAFER, @) Gehdt T

o THEE AT AT 6, T A FIRIIE B, S ataaedt G Gaeie B g
AT (R094— 05) WNT 90 TEH U, § Hgarhl TS HEed TR AT |



R | ~frE R T ST aERERa TS deu

AIAAH! T T ) ARE FEEHdR gRae FEreiw sheeg | wewar gHter
T WAl B 9= B W iR e SE REuw g |1

SEterH T fFde et $U Y WA ASEAH] TEHl J0R0 B IAHEF
G F T FraE TR g T AT W T e RGBT 030 F1 TR
O AR WUty T fhareE =i e Ted q¢ = 9 A iar] R0¥o
I FHH] A=cAR AL AGAS qUid: RN | BTel W&t Haell qord Hra=a T
T AT G ACAE AR AT ARIH] €A TR T GET Mg, Areas
Mg T Bl AT FEX Jocl a1 Hel Joal Widrd §, BRIl e g | TaTd
AT AT TEA Hgell WAl S JTEhT qEeE U ol a8 hEersie qul S
W T e QO U6 WH WUUlg A UETeEe ATeT USg | A qEiid
TN FAESRAH! FRBEE A FEE Al I B HEe AE B B afeeg
W TGS b WA W BT AN TG U BT, BE W b Ui qown R we
FAH! U T qC G e, goF A1 Foifed AerE @Y W @ ARTAdEEd! At
AT T |

AT TIEEAT Uieel GEH Sae [{uR quf e ufe BN s g1 cawd 1h
FATT GHAT AT el A GAre, T2l foo T ufey forferaedar &5 =
AR AR FO he T U d@ag T 9 g |15 aeqmr g
A haell HAGET GUR T4 g A=A ASTER Rgreas! femimr uger Hgem
AT I THT AHTHT G

In court, depending on any applicable conventions, a judge should not ordinarily alter the
substance of reasons for a decision given orally. On the other hand, the correction of slips, poor
expression, grammer or syntax and the inclusion of citations omitted at the time of delivery or oral

reasons for judgment are acceptable.**

¥.R.90 IIEAH! AVFHA T FHANGEH! AR

Srbre B G W RURT TR MATR R erT Roees) e
T, FOqear ¥ T 9 qree | SeedT @ W WEel TR haensd
FETFAITETH JAAETH T @ AIFT T TGS HHAEEH Tadead,
et T TarEmdr O SR aavad g | T HET aedE® T e TeEed
AT FEAAH RS e cAfthe® IeE 7 g1 T SHEEd AR ORI
FRTEATA A BB AR ASH 57 |

7 39T TR [, AT fAgwal qEwm R08%, M cooy, 793Ry (Feam A 3 s @) |
15 JaEET Ul TR 1 gt e o A e 90 BEER 4245 W g g Y SeEd
924 W fezuT )

9% Commentary on Bangalore Principles p 83
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The maintenance of discipline in the judicial service is a paramount matter and since the
acceptability of the judgment depends upon the credibility of the conduct, honesty, integrity and
character of the office and since the confidence of the litigant public gets affected or shaken by the
lack of integrity and character of the judicial officer. - High Court Of

Judicature At Bombay v. Shri Udaysingh™'

FFelR RGTead a0 GEAETH et e HUAKEEa! M1, T30 T qHr
TIIER, WEAAT ¥ HEAANId ATET T A8 & T Iaells A=K 0 e [SFamy
AARISR A GEIUHT g q el Ed wednht wHedees O wdw
Fromeeas FRIaaH Y| Mo ORuET 89 T SHeEdl aERE MaHeE u
e S el SAAeATe U dvag | SHileEe UEaun SAaER T, GEe
BRATSATE AT AT @Al FAIZE, AEITE O TFhig® o7 T YEERAE 95 &
TS AR @G| T 9ed UeHh ARTAah] HHANEE HEh TEEeeT
79 P Iq0eE WAl gl AR TETANT ATEE AR SeleEds GeTd
TS FEAEE U AeuH g M qud Sfeesr Jar wwr Faweeds e
AT 18T T AR MaHeEgRT AR SJaeR T4 [MHe 0 U3el AUNGEH
AEAIHAT T PG| AY GENHT Ugedll GHIAT ARTAdH] BHANEEHT AT
Fawe® ®M FEA @M TOE Hal wadEar qusl g | et T 99w
TEGEH! AN AT T ATQIGET=AT AREeh] AeaaaH =a1e 87 9uee € 300%
AT ARTAAHT FHANGEH] AHARFT MEae€d] TAAT THI G TGl ATARHT ATIRHA
FEEE B JQETAT Wl A-aied JEas 9 SRR Wl g 1™ & fgraa
FHaed Widel e, e, T aEsl RafdAr dEeed T O FOeE  ATaRd

W High Court Of Judicature At Bombay v. Shri Udaysingh, 1997, 5 SCC 129

1 Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct, Value 4: Propriety, Application 4.15 (control with respect to accepting gifts

or favors); Value 5: Equality, Application 5.4 (control with respect to ensuring equal treatment and non-
discrimination); Value 6: Competence and Diligence, Application 6.6 (control with respect to maintaining order and
decorum in proceedings

X TR fgecd] FEAH TIA J0Y, WA FISHTS! ol ATeAdh] o7 AREeel Tq o 7T T
ROLEHA FAHT HEAT Sledl ATAH! YETER TETd THS Wbl FTs o Ao |

1% For example, in the United States, the American Judicature Society’s Model Code of Conduct for Non-judicial Court

Employees, available at www.ajs.org/ethics/eth non-judic-employ.asp, the National Association of Court
Management’s (NACM) Model Code of Conduct for Court Professionals, available at www.nacmnet.
org/codeofconduct.html, have served a s guides for state courts since, respectively, 1988 and 1990, while the Judicial
Conference’s Code of Conduct for Judicial Employees, available at www.uscourts.gov/guide/vol2/ch2a. html, has

governed behaviour of court personnel at the federal level since 1995. 'HTQ @W AR S ,
AT , , Resource Guide on Strengthening
TIEEAT U HHAEEHT frme® a9#T g BE™ ,UNDOC, R Guide on Strengtheni

Judicial Integrity and Capacity, 2011, at p 30,31
See United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, Report of the Fourth Meeting of the Judicial Group on Strengthening
Judicial Integrity (Vienna, 27-28 October 2005) at 18-21, available at www.unodc.org/pdf/corruption/publication_jig4.pdf

¥




RY | T R T AT AR ERdUE AT

FUEE TRIUHT | qTTH U efiEee 06Y Al ATdhT HHTIEEHT AT
GRATE WaT sETedh 9 Sokde WRA T N WHT Gl j06% F IH
FIEaHT BHATIR] TETT ATEROT, TENT A, SHCAEen] FARTET Feeiegad AR
SRKATT ATERITIFS SqaedT AT TRUST 5 |

o TAUEICHTA TS TEAET G M, T T WA STEER T, AU
AR AT T SAeR T g

o FHATAR! THY HAIAAH] HHB! AR TSI

o HAcH TAHH! HHAT YH SN M TeTqq, AR FEIART T4 g

o TR TEAAM T [HOaETdl HTEH g YT gl qrer THa-

o TET FITA FER T F HRAF ITER T 9 T7aT o g

o TEmE® Oy gEEEE R W T B e fwr oo @ adee
AR T g

o TR FEOA THIA HEA FA SARKIG B, T A1 GUBR W Rt
AN SAEAH TRGY T

o TS HER ale el AoHiiae qeeud HE A

e 120174

AIAAD! HHAI Ta1T HART JocTgd TETH1 TRUMHST T IS 99 1292
B FARBE! qarT A[AAR] BT Eh! g | TqTquﬁ SIA® HET (Joseph McKenna )
BT TAAFA HT YT UFH (Ashton F. Embry) THE UH HHAI wAfcead! HEMT
(United States v. Southern Pacific Co) el EIANNE  hacrare=dl sTheré e g
MR G Fel SAih AH GAUH BRI A1 Abe®dd IH Gah! Tad FINT T
T HhCAE HIZaT o I U | qr k2 ElIFTa m IS ‘conspiracy to defraud
the government of its right of secrecy concerning . . . opinions’ B ELY el FJAZAT| I TS
T UfFerel SRRETE et fag | 1

European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) & Wille v. Liechtenstein (32%%) @0
WEMT  ARAAHT HHANGEAE A% oUeqar HaH  Teddl il Afveaih !
ATTHRDH! TANTAT el AR AUET T Alobrgg T @I HSHHH [@TIEEHT aAleal qr
HRTAAHT HHAI FETHA (propriety) T HHAM (moderation) FTAR I g WD
|

1 Charles W. Sorenson, ARE LAW CLERKS FAIR GAME? INVADING JUDICIAL CONFIDENTIALITY,
Valparaiso University Law Review Vol. 43 1 (Fall 2008) , p30

It can be expected of public officials serving in the judiciary that they should show restraint in exercising their freedom
of expression in all cases where the authority and impartiality of the judiciary are likely to be called in question... The

dissemination of even accurate information must be carried out with moderation and propriety...See Wille
v.Liechtenstein, ECtHR, 1999

19%
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FEQT:  ATAAHT  HHABEA  UH AAAEET AT A AR
FHoMeEa ©ae Ted d U9 J SHgEd U wAE Taded, e, Sk qeei
faeg T =oEEr (appearance of propriety), T g HEAE AT @A P, qTH
T X UEAIE BCUY UM FAE B BRARD] A HER T A, HE AREY
AT FA A AT SUER O TgH F, LT TEEEAT Uh TET GARX T A AT
T S, AW, &, S, a1 FER T ARaER AWE a1 [@E d@s Sdde’ W g
U, A T BRAGE RN T g F, WEHd T eREeidigEds A
SeReEr fafe 1 Faars @O qeed Rue | sETed Uh uRar Bl A [iEa 3gea
e gy ¥ IR 99 weerd wd el 1@ el aeRal coeEr e
UNER AT ILIAAT AT TG G | URARGUR AASAH AT ATSa | Bleed Bl
AR AT Feadad #reieed MERE! T adar ¥ g Wiy e Haers
G HHANEE WY e | AT FEgHT 9] I Aad FU & g A U3l
IEd AR RN SIS WA WewAwl @, TAEH YR WO T wEEdd qH Sfae
ecaq g, MFER Memeed & 9 OF Qe Seadasl S9gh [ aed
I T |

¥.3 SRIAAae<®! UG8 (Off the bench Activities)

Tq AEH TREYREEHT ATNND U8 asid TAhIerhl I8 a1 Foierdsmhl
THT WA BIET SAARIANEIHRT AATA HTATAT AMeHT TR A Aaseeh =T 9de
T Jool@ TRAPURT T | GA ~Aadierers ygar Heqer safths! ®9ar 7 e
USET AIRYT JRUHETHAT U B g ATl dUErh fHada gue srEe W e |
=R A GRarE TosE aHus 5 uger Fawefier wiaewat gfear =i
AR el G 9o FU AT STEee: gt e | 1

THAE AR FAHHT ARG AT F HEAN gIqg, A aRAT JeRd
AU | TR oralt Arfier S ae® U g oY cags fAuaddet swEd
qf SRk TR | SHEEE! REIAT ST e Y G B g T G
YA, AE FAE 95T T ArHISE JAdas! foeE WY A A e a8
F T gF | R 99w g GF; WA ke U g e | A 99 e
LA <ol B U BT | A B AT ATl SHFERe B S AT,
JET FEARATHT AT ~ARATEHT SRATHT HTH &7 AT Foqet Redh 9o AT
FATAE WAl ATHAT WD FF-deeells sqaedd T4e |

e R W K9 |



%% | =i aER T FarErdeeT R ERaruE aere

AT T SUAER FAEE TEaeAdT, e, M aeen weit et
Pl IEEH] AN AR FAEIE T [FaRRus e gEerde A
YEIEAT 9O O g, = =AM TadeAdrbl S0 FA A HEUH] T HTebEE
TATAT W= §aT Il BEUNCTHT o1 AL MUHIH] FEEIg® g7 qoHlicd Teishl el
TI FEFACEIT ATEAIH CAMEH THAE SR G T IJqArs ~AMH Sqq= AT
e T B qer R g ol oy e aRe @ g | wdar dge
FA U ARG AEIE ®AE WG A1 RO GQUHT FRT SEE ATIE
Fewerarn 3 wfer w9 B FEA T §o | 1% e 9 % F0 A T 6l
g W JEH] BH HAHAUEE FEER 0§98 | qaER Fudast w1 AE ered
FeER fada 3w B 9w FE T § wEr donn @ | S 98 e
TATRIERT I EIT SHHN EF PRAHAE! Sy T wAEe e R, aime T
T3 B e | ARl =R TEehT TAT T ATETArS S8l 9 ©arel Teqas | 1

At g1 €3 W e TEdear BN 9T 9 e dRT| ged 9
ArirERE BER T AfcaRh®T TadeAdr a1 B GUEedr @ied 91 GI€T g4 AaBR
gy | % T A S~ A JUTe Fedl ~AREEES] 96 A1 Gge @led
eeadr fo a1 Farndeees faar w1 g dedaeen et g 99y |
AHANAE AAHEEHT e faafEeaas MEce Thay, aii araer, e,
F RAEY e A IUCN ST AEUEEd qEWHE AR HUBT GEAEER
A ARl GEAEEH! GEed WUHT G| ASTaasl Haa wwere foer forg
for S, A=aRIET WETHIT STl GEAT AT AeaRALA AN =1 ~ARITBLET HTH T
T T W Fieears arAEET A9 eRUE g1 ) GEr 7 fomz oof wwg wm e
FACA S JAIEES A GEAEE qre Wl AN o ga | WY e B4
S W, e, = a1 ferget wr gfiiea 1 GeaEEsh aeEdr 9o o T ga |

=rATIeTel. ARTATAEL T gl AT AISTHIET WIHT AT Gfedrel HiL 9
warnderRT 3 S org o R Rufeer a8 ] A e sl B @)
A AT T g AT AR IcA® e FE FeEe e
NG T |

M= YU, 3R

WYY 3.3

T Uy ¥.3 edeel Fathus TeEiaE ToEl wEerE SaEers wERs e TR F4 99
AT 6 =l T 5 |

YT, &9 |

YL &R

YN, &.& DT FHIATT AATHTEE A BT THS TI7 TehedT q8ed g |




ARH AR T AT AR ARATTUH AT | &9

YR GRdel =A% Hded IId@l el 99 T Tq¥ ®IHAT e HEgE T+

AdEEds ARG [UH g |

. I, HIAT TG, 7T FET AT oI AT o, wee &, dearae a1 ar o
T Tl o1 SRR SIS B WEHE FHEHAE SURTd g AT getherdr
EERIRINCER

g, AR Feaear a1 qeeddrd . Wded  AE A9 WUHT, S HEdT, SR
TN, QAT a7 TocllgHhX GEATHT GEedah] TIAT H T,

. AE T ARHM A AT AN A Heqb A A AEHAS S

In re Collester [126 N.J. 468, 473, 599 A 2d 1275 (1992)]

A qeT A ol 3REd e T @E SHE BT ged @
FET GFd g | et TARBHT el =arndiereT R @rs Ml effhesd! deear
TEd ! AR q@IST WAl T IAA AH Wided! AQTAab! arndier § W
THG EIAIC WM WedT| A WA EET R @ A @Rl S R St
(Sobriety test) /T UM I& Qlel A IABAMAT | IJqATS + TEHIH! qared ATAd a0
TEL AT | YA A IHP! ~AMAH qEeY. A QU A qGhl BRI &8
reT TG AU TN BT TEIF HATTHT FANT SARBAT 9 WH T 940 T Ao
AITATHT TEL o | 17

AT ATATANEL T g FHEEHES ATBTHE AT AHI FA GoeaHl
R HETT AAT FArRa &7 9 96g | Il S &l SFa-ad Saerg T GgdHl
SATATNTETE GEA BT & g | A1 & B oo T Ay e g 9= q
e | =TT Al i TEANT T U ARTAdes HaH are |

THET ARTHT FHT W RN AFT RO e T o o ar
AR 6 g A1 €9 W BT A9 ST WRAH! e g s @, f,
TRl g M 4 wdewlt 1 9ue aiereh Yo |fen W = WET (Shah
Banu Case) W1 HIEHAH] SA@AT T4 IS AU AGHR g 9= hael T |
FAHT AT HACATHT YR THIAE Gl A=A 9T | A Il GEHT RGeS
HOAEIAT FEl FU oIeh T, T8 9 S T el 9¢ T G W WA q9 A
USET @ GAAgE! AAEROT T YW RS qe AAT T AL A haeleh
FIACET @ T FE <T@l el °8 ATAT ATRE®el [§UHh! haelehl [ Feiem o
WWT%@:

¥ Cynthya Gray, Supra note 2 at p. 69
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"It is both improper and impossible for the judges to enter the fray of public controversies
and explain why they took a particular view. If they were to indulge in that exercise, they would
be only writing yet another judgement."***

ATH FAEEEHl IUAH WAE HHT A AUST HAHEEH Wl AW
TATHENS B B | AAGNEE UHUCH haell U, Q1 el qoqHn qrEss
Uy o9 Yy T qEH] GHiEr 91 AT T AR dge wEE, WuR T
GAAERUETE A gy ~AEE AT e G| S AT haerhl FEI T
FU AT 3R a3 SRda |

Long-standing tradition in Canada and in Great Britain [and equally in Australia, it could have
added] is that a judge speaks but once on a given case and that is in the Reasons for Judgment.
Thereafter, the judge is not free to explain or even to clarify that which critics have perceived to be
ambiguous.™

FHErTE qeheE Wel AU Tas] Geand AU g, Samdies
FE e AT e q AT ATl A hEIR! cATedT d1 FRReT T B
AHUHT FFEATRT =0T T |

A Guide to Judicial Conduct UK 2008
8.1.1 A judge should refrain from answering public criticism of a judgment or decision, whether
from the bench or otherwise. Judges should not air disagreements over judicial decisions in the
press. In his speech in the House of Lords on 21 May 2003, Lord Woolf CJ referred to “the very
important convention that judges do not discuss individual cases”.

U SETAdEEHT FATAEEHT AT RMET Aea PrarmedT BT
JiiEEel =A% WAET Ud AT Seagd BT ART ANA THT G| BEl
“AETHTETS W AT G €N AUHT AT A G ], HEl oW A1 Wieer
AT A TEHAT @H AMG BROT B wEAEwR T T @R
%'%'Qaﬁ (Appearance of Impropriety) aife HRO ~AMUF ATARHT Joelg™ “@ iy AR
AN BT g | TIAEH U ~IETENHT S a7 UNEReT qoHide aadl geed
] R A ANIFHT AR T=aT ISTS HIAAT Tel T Wobl 1M H U ATRHT
e T I&HT A |

TATAD] FFaAT ~ATATIT THRAT €A ARUD] HU IEeH! ol {arer
HETHT TET AT A WS §re A1 §a, HEIhT TE A1 AhdT b el aEdsh HH
& g, A oA a1 AABET o q6hl qFad BN ] §og, b e
T AT FHR T gog A 8|

1% Y.V. Chandrachud, Shah Bano Rivisted, Lex Et Juris, May 1986 at p. 7.

%% Canadian Judicial Councilcited in David Wood, JUDICIAL ETHICS: A DISCUSSION PAPER, Australian Institute of
Judicial Education Inc., 1996p 21 [Austraian example added by him]
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FE ad U gue grndeTer e FaeEr e qe1 et s aeiias
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Ffhel YEER HEWT G615 9T | A7 AT aRer 9 METE el a8 - qRuaa!
B U SeHAr A e weiEEn o weT | seadEd T R T g e
TEFEEH] A AMF AEARAR. FA GaT AT oo == aedi | s A=
TEEHA TG AT TSATAR SeTdhl ATerIcH (ool T |

"This incident illustrates how Supreme Court judges continue to publicly disregard
ethical standards and consider themselves immune from accountability, which, in turn,
undermines attempts to change behavior and projects perverse role models for the lower

courts."1?®

TAAHT AMGEET THET €M ALUH] P HaAlS HeT g7g L Haas
Yo €A W A1 BT e qEe useeard e e farear wes
TYAT WTFA| AT ASTAAAT TR UL T B dHEEEe o FEers =
TR T g | SEAT W TS AT A, 93 e
L B @ we uN BT AT de e I g ad cIaee® T SArande
et 7 g3 W TEEEl WS BIEH q¥ ~AndieeEe FOqsdrd deded Heed
foe, WO oA Frue R, B U B T ged | aRdd A
AN T FUe@E A Argd FA UM B IAEwel THERT | AOerd q9%
AATEIS] AHF A AT AHH ASHIdEH FHE IS AHea @8 qverg g 9
AR A, URuEE SqEea iEr FiEe atbadn samded e S B
TS B TN WCTHT § T W BRI G AN AR Aedr A s
T TEUHN qFE G| ARl qTw [gfke wa aeeioE qel wraiersEr
JAEEdE qERE AT TR FA A WY ATCAEAH] HT S TR Floan
B2 1121 R B oy e LU R S 1 1121 S e | 1 21| S e £ £ o A [ e
qAHAIES G T | AIEAqeRT 3f¥ae Aq9aws (improper) WA EEA AT
e (appearance of impropriety) ;ﬁ = Tlﬁ @? |

ZHGT rEud TEE WEd ARdH I A g Afdd g
T5ACT UCAEEdls ohe® Ay e =g |

T AT TAFEE1G @AH! a9 R |/ Feteel sotenasn wtgpa ol |
Aeerdl WU W HEA FOAAE qE] U AT T BHiEE a8 e
TIAEHT TEEHI AN AN ATah] TFIEE Fall ASqaF i UHT | W g
TR HUH! @Rk TH FaM ARTEGH TFRAT G| F AAAd T B, qae
AT TACTEAT FT ACH G A WA | HA TN gEeg W | oot

%° Hari Phuyal,"The Evolution of the Judicial Council, The Nepal Experience, in SEARCHING FOR SUCCESS IN
JUDICIAL REFORM (Livingston Armitageed.) Delhi, Oxford University Press



G0 | = ATHR T ~ATATHRTET AR AT ATIA

FETel FACASITS 0 SEaar Sielrgy] el | Hel SOlelgar Wbl Tar ~ammeierer
WEIWUHT FU FA Siarg odd | X Fele #EEe AgeR WAl T Al w
HETHT 969 T ATCH, Afq@R IFaH W ST gy 127 9@t Fel o Ggrar Al
AR T ~APENTEs T WU, TogT T8l Tgd U SFRE e T grer
FU T oWl | =AUEH AERER. FAASA Whl A AA~d o Tadl = Td
SYAEA T AR H AL A& ol |

TN FATANFT AT TR Acd=d I=o Taxeh! areef Ieh frar | Her A e
AT TOAHT AAFAEEATE GG | FUHTS HHAT THIA WG ARG AfpHaer
TAET A TS U WeATE AT | Ieh ST ARS wAfaehT FovyEre T arat
T ST A7ER TR AR aRg AgEahl FomEE HHas =re
ACATSAT A FAAEHAT A8 T4 AYHI § =FaCHT BIgH WAl =FCHT SITTHTA WAl gAY |
AR =A% ATARE <TeT TN Hells TR qHIHT aRE FHIT Saaariee TH
TAER (UIST YA TEHI T AHT GAh!) AR & 97 aFg | gared AT
TIAE  AGFT TA qCHT FM ATD] ol Te™d g2l Abl bed a
AT =AY AR gREe == 1] I9TH G |

FA-ATATT FATEEIGE § ggeedl, Hel W& WE A FElhl SWerEAr B
T g Bt | werd Al sraeRa vk W fuT | usfiT aedr s B ata
ol e foar forge, #er %& i e Setdr foll werss o #m T o
WA | W WA U B Ul AR SeaH A qed URAl g W s
=afh T =TS HEEIE AT T JUE AT e Ugeg foh WA A |
Hel AT WA G, AT [ B 9 W B Trafeg 9| A€ | et e dew
@rear HATE IO S $4 i R ww Gl gea BB dew dne g ol
et e g3 ol Repremweat R oda w ek ) @ 9wl afead
9T & ATheTS GHT TATH! T A W TEF TACH] B T TS U4 S,
Hel T FAATERTEE AT F A |

I ST ANES GO A qRer et gagey W aiedr, ¥ e
AT YT B8 EAETY A | AT Aarerd (AT Seeerar WU BT Biee el
T ATATENETRT o7 d <FaAT O aWaedl | o f&F @ o ~arareierel sF A /el
¥ gerg W Hl 0 99 I AN STERAE WET e W 9ael dEd wehe
T | Ul Wl gTET g TE WA N SArEneeEEe SeRae 5 qerhl g T
ATIYEE W TG a¥ A AT AGEITHT 82 | ASTerd [oRTdT @bl qwaar A
“AETHTERS AE T | G SRSl B Gkl BT 5 9T SeEe gel
HT TR o, i aaas
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AATEES FAH! AT TER Tigeg AT gad W Fqes 9+ B
=AM qHRTI TAT AT T el SREa | ARTEdAr qET AeReHT TAEEH! F U
TERHT A(AeAE A TAFR T g3, ¥ FAA I AT G| qC A
HITATH (AT TTH TeF T HAT TAAAEERT THAT SHEEIT % HAY TaER
T, SHeEd e Y gy @ €49, ¥ #Edr wifdem A smEeAvrars
AR TFR T g T b BN AEATAE TABRX T gaT WA
“AAREE 5 TIE AT AA GHH G| IHEEH! TLHT AW g [6aTE, A
WET AR BEAHAEEA! GHfed T QTR FHATAE TeR T weEd:
JUTH B AL SAIBEC SURBI EIH AT T O a7 @R ed T SHeeh]
AVEA B WA AW Wedwd g ARl g SUGH FaA| A HAIT
AeTEES A FAE T T WLLT | AT Al wAfE e gge
T U T&iid ©IAT TR IR (Ex-parte Communication) SIEEEIRIREEED HI T
A HU A THABT HAHITDHT AAT HH T BT Fq@ID] FHAT A @R[ gogg | Tl
HHAE AT Foqer o e 93T Foo w |

Giving life to the appearance of impropriety principle does not mean that judge must conduct their
lives as cloistered monks. Nor does it mean that judges should be scared of their shadows, smell a
rat under every rock and recuse willy-nilly in every case where there is a speculative whiff of
impropriety. The appearance standard is based on the reasonable person standard, a
standard judge themselves invoke in countless cases. Implicit in the canons and in society's
trust in the judicial is the expectation that judges will exercise judgement and common sense in
invoking standard. [emphasis added]

-M. Margaret Mckeowe'**

=TTl qoAldE  SARheRd FH qehl WD Tdgee Wl AT Ui
fageeH! AWM= 9q g | ~AUE ARSI SiaelaHh! @ ~IIHd a6 (Howard Taff),
WWWWWWT@WW(USCongESS)ﬁW
et Torerar el TREET ae TS AT oA =g fEusbTar BrErea ot | wameierer
% HE HUA BACAB] WeS FANT T4 & HEdl ATEAHAT AT SARBIG ACLeS
TART T AT G SO aerdieEEaT Sewr ewdr i wedl dfded | biaa
AR E SAREd AR O gHdT U Wed] ASdR] ege WANT Tl

S FHANHAT T [FAE T WOHT DT IR GETS AT Tl T TRUHT G TR, ACFHAR B (.
= AR, T R08%, MA. g5, 1. qvE3 |
%% M. Margaret Mckeowe, RECUSAL ON APPEAL: DON'T SHOOT THE CANONS; MAINTAINING THE

IMPROPRIETY STANDARD, 7. J. App.Prac and Process 45, 55 (Spring 2005)
0
idp 57
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ARAHT ATTAHATHT e Mediel O TAE Sl FaeeeAl awdte -
WEdIST IS <! TdETT g (Haear @l | 8 T At sWEdel GereEt
ERUSICEANRLE

“May I offer you my heartiest congratulations on your resounding victory in the elections
and your triumphant return as the Prime Minister of India. I am sure that with your iron will and

firm determination, uncanny insight and dynamic vision, great admiring love and affection of the
people and above all, a heart which is identified with the misery of the poor and the weak, you will

be able to steer the ship of the nation safely to its cherished goal.”***

Tt A 9 =fha B sa O e e S FaiE aeeEe ge
ATASET AT | ALTTAT AT ATl A WWEders g 8% geEmr 6 de ity
AL RS WQTJﬁ B TI% = "._not that the praise was ill informed but as a judge, as

the chief justice, I should not have written."***

o F e R = g waid abeadmrha SHieee sEreders difed
AT AT i T TG TS YA T AT HEAT IHeed WRA
TR g 9,93,9%, 9% T 9 B [AeE@d F W SOEEE AT A g
TS A =S afN ATl AT gRE g | Al ATeETERl USer B
@ gfreq TS St A Rgusl saeA BEn el sammdveed @ 61

WI-ag G AT HAAlg HTHT (l‘ej’qa: Sifcl H=gd "The more a man is ashamed of, the

more respectable he is."

TSI T T SCH TEEET WA SHABREHT T g T g
FUEEH! Tl TBRME § 9T % 0 q ¥ 7 BgreeEd 3a1 T | a1 FTA 70
UM G Bl AT WeEWET BET U R0UY WEH] AT GRdel SN
TIACTAT TR G §3 T g, wefd T g BT gl o o WU g1 e
AT T g T R FU EE A e BE | W AR G g BRO
AARST® g TIAd: T ~AATIRTeEds Had eNU®Hl g W s@rsg | aear qu
TSI, FAEEE Tedl sl FHeE T 90 F q T gad AHTH e [ o
U U | AdT IS AR B Tl IEE WP A1 IHeeds 1 @igs
Wy W Arg | Sl G HfdbdrEl WAl ¥ ARl ATy 9l aie
TEHT Lo ET TR qAAE T ST §a |

¥ David Wood Supra note 97.at p 17

%% Indian Express,http://www.indianexpress.com/news/if-judges-show-anger-unnecessarily-people-will-feel-we-are-just-
like-ordinary-people.-we-have-to-show-our-stature-is-above-that./858177/0 assessed on 7.1.2013

¥ A ATl AT SeaTararEr | grEr |
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qr FAATE TSl IEEER € I @lheg | B0 H9d Aqqad T HN
Fam@! a3 Tadel Jid q9r Aiae® gl WEHAMG Nedidl 4t
TAAHT AFaX T Adg®H! O ATAAHR] qocae HUH! Bl W= FH Tud g |
AAH gH FRUSAH AR TMREAFHH] qqAE  RAfGHT o TaHT Foieae
=il et @dae U AETd a1 WE ATETgedl URENE Uh GEErdsl At
T aarE! Aff €A T gy a1 €R W WA Seu 99 | dd %k Fa TRl
AT SAAER e TR ATTET Ioory Ao HUBT G IS Ao, TG T
T |
The more rules you have the more hoops judges have to jump through to avoid the appearance
of impropriety, the more likely they are to feel that the hoop jumping is the alpha and omega

of their ethical responsibilities and the less likely they are to give careful thought to the job’s
real ethical pitfalls.

M. Margaraet Mckeowe

TAAAEY U AT WeT Sod TAH! SAAER. IS | SArh! ASHT
I M P O cUEeR SWeEd T gad | gEne eendieEed s
TEFARTW T T8RO Tig | INeed 9d USel CHHl B TG weT e B
THIEE | UIET WA AT A1 U Aol TSIeIAT SUAEAAT T W AT9TET WA 9 Ui e
AU g | BTl WHHl FAAENEE e e WuE UF v e desrer § 9w
HUHT, TFRAT BT BRI HUHT UeARE gl I Fe® Aid ARSI Frae
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qoIcA® fafaemersTe AG U% A% ueT U8l drame® g | AHRn qared
ATTATHT FAAHTEE SLAATEH AN Grgl e B FMecd § g| T 004 AT

g A e FaE (William Ranquest) 1 FITFEX IWMHT BRI G HIHT
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AT A EBITAT (Justice Scalia) [T T I LA TqHI FACHT T |
Pl FUeT AehE HIEHT AR W TAET (John Roberts) TS AIel TeT-IATENTHT
TIHT YEAE T S REeel aqdiEd o T A B wae o e
Tl foree e s garearnder g sEredee M gue e |
@G| A e A Fakeer By Wowe oW B e @) We S|
TEACHB! I SR GHY AT AT THIAT BIARIS A TFHAH HIT TeISq I

1 FATes FETIah B TG U AT AT AT I G TROE w, TG
T HHAT FLE, TAH FAETST AT Al AR @A B AT TSTHAT | dise siter Fed
TEFA #% I Aiewa |
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ATFAT PRHAST BROT AT J0T GHARIEAT IAAd T G| A HU FHACID!
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¥.¥ AT T HAIH /AU

M AT [T == &7 8ol AfeRedT Fel [Haeeea uf+ gl ear
S AEeIF qRavg | AHEd el @l FATATEel SARhId WASHH! AN HEATd
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SR BT fore 0 T g3 cued T cafth e WS el HrEierEl qes,
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qrarore qeT RIEGRE 2 Facebook, Tumblr, Instagram, Twitter, Snapchat, Skype,
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HeHEEe AheEdT URFA g, R e, e Fersd Hed WAl A 9 g,
HHIFHT A q AT T ARhers TBR MRATE | A9y 5 FAged qHeHr
TG Y UF AB TSUHT IR, WATe, e, Miedr @ o & 9agl Hade
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fafae ITanT &9 "as

TFEAT AT FRE T AR SAuar Hiede Jraed ¥ GuRes e
el TUHT | GARE! Wewdle il B wmiE gseeEs W qua g |

3 Ronald D Rotunda, supra note76 at p 1368
3% Elizabeth Thornburg, TWITTER AND THE # SO-CALLED JUDGE, 71 SMU L. Rev. 249 , 255(Winter 2018)
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A faoT geard ARNEID] Fibe HICHT T TUHAT Fcidhl TIET =A=d HEEe
T BTE AN ST § g g1 W R006-05 AR B @, T4 Wb AuTerden qeq
AR AAFT BISHT (Alex Kozinski) @8 AT a9 FEZSHT Ao arifige
TEHT o Ffeaer aRT WS aredl | WANEl B9, O GE A S Ugel A
AT qeT B4 RO A AR Aty S Herh! Arg Aeh, AThel 9 qer
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FE TAEHAE & W FEE qEAAHE g1 T WG| VR F g 9 USe
Treie W9 Ifhed ga-sredacdard U T arnlt @d @e W@ Wy T ann
A YT T AR eSS U g | Uoldds! ahele die HaFH el ST
WY AT I Al AT Gl Qrediee AUHT & W 9187 90U 91 ar
TEAEE BEQT A1 ATHAT HFIYEX o7& T a1 Feeiic Haad galsd H T

13 James Alfini, FUTURE TRENDS IN JUDICIAL ETHICS: THE INFLUENCE OF CYBERSPACES! S. Tex. L. Rev.
851 (2009-2010)

3= Samuel Vincent Jones, JUDGES, FRIENDS AND FACEBOOK: THE ETHICS OF PROHIBITION, 24 Geo.J. Legal
Ethics 281, 286 (Spring 2011) citing Supreme Court of North Dakota
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The Third Circuit Council found,
The Judge's possession of sexually explicit offensive material combined with his carelessness in
failing to safeguard his sphere of privacy was judicially imprudent. Moreover, once the judge
became aware in 2007 that offensive material could be accessed by members of the public, his
inattention to the need for prompt corrective action amounted to a disregard of a serious risk of
public embarrassment....that his conduct exhibiting poor judgment with respect to this material
created a public controversy that can reasonably be seen as having resulted in embarrassment to

the institution of the federal judiciary.*
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%% James Alfini supra note 137 at p.853
¥ James Alfini,supra note 137 p. 854-855 BT TEAT Advisory Opinion'ﬂﬁlﬁ?@ﬁ e ¢ vl 9 WURl G

¥e™ Sue Kurita, THE ELECTRONIC SOCIAL MEDIA: FRIEND OR FOE FOR JUDGES, 7 St. Mary's J. Legal
Mal. & Ethics 184, 203 (2017) p. 200
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Judges should be periodically provided with training to address pertinent questions and issues,
such as:

i. What social media platforms are available for use;

ii. How these platforms operate;

iii. What benefits there are to participating in these platforms;

iv. What the potential risks/consequences of such participation are;

v. How judges should participate with appropriate reticence to protect their security and to
fulfill their obligations to maintain judicial independence, the dignity of office and public
confidence;

vi. How family members should be adequately informed to play their part in ensuring that
judges are not subject to security risks and are successfully fulfilling their obligations as
judges;

vii. How the use of social media by court personnel may also have an impact on public
confidence in the judiciary, judicial integrity, impartiality and independence; and

viii. Why to avoid researching parties and discovering things that are not part of evidence that is
before the court or tribunal

-Non Binding Guidelines on the Use of Social Media for Judges(UNODC)'**

T FHEAE [ TG A A 34 ToTh AR AHies gab gl
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@rg | dbed ahee BE 9M W FA A Wl sfded| fEw g e
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The Florida Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee’** addressed the question: "Whether a judge may
add lawyers who appear before the judge as 'friends' on a social networking site and permit such

1 James Alfini supra note 137 p. 856
2 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, NON BINDING GUIDELINES ON THE USE OF SOCIAL MEDIA
FOR JUDGES, 2019
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lawyers to add the judge as their 'friend."Somewhat surprisingly, the answer was no.The
Committee concluded that this practice would violate the Canon 2B prohibition in the Florida
Code of Judicial Conduct against lending "the prestige of judicial office to advance the private
interests of the judge or others . . . ."" It further explained that listing lawyers who may appear
before the judge as "friends" on a networking page would convey to others "the impression that

[these lawyer 'friends'] are in a special position to influence the judge.""**

WWWWW@Q@W@@W@?W
HEEEIEE (integrative) T HATCHATHT (restrictive) ?:&Sa?."f @%ﬁ“ﬁa T WU B
TG | Aol HEEAT GENIRIAeTs g o Hvag ¥ S i Sudeh Aa |

¥.¥.9 QAR ATGROM (Integrative/Permissive Approach)

wArandrer WHIE TR A TS B (friending) W AN g9 AT o
T AT W AR ATINT (New York Ethics Commission) HI iR HEEE
AR TERT AT AT FUET (T T AqATAT ABRICHE FAE A gL | A Fqers
el el Y eRAUe, X “Aardere B FRT e Tue, R ade e
F AN ~aEdeE CEREAEa giekes ¥ Seerd WU g |1 SEdEE AR
AARRT U HEAAY TR AMUH AERST AHGHIFdl A0 FIRIeredHh! e
AT T % 9oy I BEIHAT (7 T3 BE T ~AATENTHA AAET gD AWdlg
e T UROTHA: ~ATdIield] Hideb! SHEaEdr a% amdlg T | wagaar i
% FHEl AT TS, IAA AT ARHeeds & HEdl TAR TG, A TTarERel oo e
£ TG AT Haers g€ aReeft sy 9 SEEr FEE 9 GeargT T
TS FE F UAB AEHEH A€ AWMAG §rg W AHiddl A g |17 I B
FETEIT TN FEEET caftheeas qARH FEWHl IRCHT A YT TN B A€
TEH T9 g | qERll aRemEr wqaies, B, wmeg aiem guer satn
THGH, T ATAAEERT AHT TR YAy U T SARhId (HATedhH] Aeclls Wbl
T A §3 W) arenguHiEE Rl FUE d€eHd WeY FiEdcas® e

" . . . . . . . . X
SHIEE "A rose is a rose is a rose. A friend is a friend is a friend? Not necessarily." WG | s

2 Fla. Judicial Ethics Advisory Comm., Op. 2009-20 (2009), available at
http://www jud6.org/LegalCommunity/LegalPractice/opinions/jeacopinions/2009/2009- 20.html.

¥ James J. Alfini , FUTURE TRENDS IN JUDICIAL ETHICS: THEINFLUENCE OF CYBERSPACE 51 South Texas
L. Rev. 851, 855-56 (2010)

% States having permissive approach are: Arizona, California, Kentucky, Maryland, Missouri, New Mexico, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, South, Carolina, Tennessee, Utah, Washington. Besides ABA Opinion 462, and the U.S. Court
Opinion are also permissive thereby allowing for very cautionary use of ESM by judges. Massachusetts which was
having a restrictive approach is slowly gravitating towards taking permissive approach. See Kurita, supra note 140

1% Samuel Vincent Jones, supra note 138 at p 288-289

'S, C. Advisory Comm. on Standards of Judicial Conduct, Op. 17-2009 (2009), available at
http://www judicial.state.sc.us/advisoryOpinions/displayadvopin.cfm?advOpinNo=17-2009accessed on 09.04.2020

1S Cited in Sue Kurita supra note 140 at p 200
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qad Ao T TEART g Ao W B §ET W B F ALY T T 5EE
T A= A B T AT FEEAE SIS geg Tl gy W SHeEh! gro g |

¥.¥.R ACHITH / ﬁ'qw TGO (Restrictionist/ Restrictive Appraoch)

AT ATYRIMH] FHTAT FANGIH! 7AMMUH AR AN e | AFNHT ATER
“AATEE AV UHEH A e S Agd WU O FATE g3t JEfe el q
AAAH] TABRAT TF [HRHAH] ACHEIR a1 FI-A0 @AIE | Iqd d7F JQiaH
cafthe® WEdl ST W U W gae g B4 gad, S TE cqeRa
AIAT F(AHT S ATEATHT A ATSEG Wl U FARSTD] =AMUH AR ATIND A
E1

AR FAIFH GEA glgeeg A1 Go e [ETIHT qEd S AT
BT grg W TS AANTHT TE AT G| 1 ARRTDT ATAR HEIHATGT (AT
T FEA FEAdE aRdaEds aEaeE T WA AN aakheed AdiEEasT
AR FA FE e ga crear i ausr cafedt B WE #E oA
TiefafieTe FRcEEl AETew WA aR A SEH JfAsEr die T g w9y |
AT FEIHH T WUHT Abaad [Hes PR FEEHE d€@ W gad
e e wvearg Wl I weg A AEWE gR REl Raeg | 3
AAHE AT THR T AT W Ge a1 NS AT WA W B
TWH G o ARheed I AT qFerg g I o7d ARhe®d I3 qag | AR
AR Fa" A aRudr s =g W 9| ' e fafoar qg7 i
g A U AT cAhB! HAAT AEAT ATUTFT oo e, AReATS AEABR T Hea |

T TR T B HAHA TEET BER FRGH gH6 9@ u g
AANATS BT Abased HAMH AT TET3T qFg | (Wed Hiaud sARh
WATH =TI a7 AT T A1 Bl HiHg Al i g FFg | TEN ARGEED!
AR AT AABR & s FAaes EPpr Wl a1 gal dfoetdl dr
AN GG T A I FBR IRUHT Sfheeds ¥ athd e URAEH! e wa
a1 GAREY F 9 o caEar oA wfuEmn cafteee qEr e Raf sear oW & e
WU SARhe @ HEET Bl T8 ATERTS] Foaedrd Faed AeTsl Sc0 e 78 <
IS HST 0 |

1¥% T Florida, Connecticut, Oklahoma, and Massachusett 9 Restrictive Approach éf qeg =l @@ﬁl’ﬁ EXl %_:E\Tﬁ
M. Sue Kurita supra note 140 at p 200
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¥.¥.3 NS WP SIAN T b e

=l F=aRen U AT W S| AErs 99 GaEeii aeee
o | e w3 e geetad g 98 qne a1 qEves fufd ae
ATTET WUAT AT ATheTS FANT Ui T qe AGw T gag | B Hugs
IS WPl dredEad [HAveaT uie USer uRed safhav W 81l O fHEare seaar
Fifquar =afs &1 9 #F 9T AR 9N 9dg | FHIHHRA [HAGED!
eI Tl WeaHT AR o fufy §3 we T TeE 9 B

TR SEUHT dH qF F U g w e srEede e e
T IR AHA TG | B HIET FAT I 97 FU T T AAHEE T
A G| T ATFAT SAhITd oeailt B0 FATeT T-=aIaT g dih waad Ud
A gy, A i @ ¥ e grg | e S wead few e el
Rrgreaar Tl T Tued ® U AiHeg 9 P UM oalh AT Ra Gregea qerear
T T eI | AT UMY GEIH WUHI FAATET Ak B U oARE AR
FCHN AT F@ TEIT| A FA A GHB! THAT U AN g | AGd ey
FIHAT HHAZ (WA TG AT AST g WA HUA TS T giedus,
JlEEH! AT 7 |

T FARKIA TEEAASIR AHAT e A ATIRAT -0 E AT
ATAAT AT T DT AN AT TAC (HABT EAIAAGFel ATLLTATS GHIA
Gian, @ qeNd W TAd g Wele€® M gl e fe T, Soeafea
TAT-AATAT LB BEFLTR! FU U, o U e AhTd Tad=adiel ITART &l qe
ARGATE B TG M W FEqFH IEdl SARh®! TAq-AdH A% ae] SII® &7
W= FACAE THBHE TG G| caed T4 et sAfhel araise SET WE T G
(Sredt o5 et mndieTeweT qrIeE YA U THT G) SOl GA 9T SARhEed!
e A AT Safthia T A FIEEH AR ] 9 AMed ey | s
AR AT AR B BE A SARBEEH! B Widhel geg W ATl BEA a4
TS EAITBR THISI Tede | caed T8 A cafchehl F AT A1 STFETHT BRI
T WA BA@ AR T 0N AT G TH GEed 99 % G g
FTANT 37 | T ~ATATENETel HHIAHAT a1 A WA qAAH] ASCeeAThTHl BEl
el AT g grg A1 €a W wedWn A1 adel R % g oW wEm &
ECEEHhT qHISH THCHT GaeT THAT ~ARderers Ak ey §e9 a¢ s
AH] BFl FANHC AATSE i g Wb g1 ~Aandierent et # Fafad T
agferd g |

° Samuel Vincent Jones, supra note 140 at pp 291-293
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AHISE FHAHI ITAN T Sfcboaah! AfasaqEl FEAfd (ESN and Dworkin's future
oriented consent) FA=ATHE AAYRIIE ~ATTENTHT T Qe o AT AqFA 7 g7
T 1E® 9 G| FAWaT Ireecl [Aaemel Ao Sfeen! AaeaH@! TeAideH! (Future
oriented consent) ZTA®! ATIR Telrg| A1 Rgrder ATER TG0 SARhH! FaaAar
TEALIATE IE®c] qchld HIHIT (Coercion)®H! ®IH forgd X g FT TR
TgATE THHR MaGg| IEEWH] AN Hal Afhs® AHAED I AGqAd TG T
e T Iie® e WRd el G0 UagH, SReE e Gag | A Seieedrd
e A wed T e s M w B SHiee we| cader SHieEers |1 A
F A Ahddsy | 59 Ileed IEedl 4 Tad [ w9 9eT qegA. a9
TMFUHT oSl (&% wg WAl q3agl| Fet el I qebraidhl Tl g el
T AT EAITAHT FEAET T WS U] ATed(dd Eaadiabl & T 875 |

=TT 9 A ST SEET AR O W g, IO 9 U s
g OFg | SUW U EiE GA q4r qHEaeE g 9FgH| Ad oARhee wed
=TT W SRS A A SARhERdS BT g BEA Yo g wag | Sadl B
FRH AT WGHAY S TAd e fhae Wael g7 9ag | F8 F SaeiveG
AT THHT ST O ] g7 Fag | ~ardieTeed 9 g oAt sed e
FET g 9fy At AREE TR 5 wag | e 96 eRmas e aata
SRauaT, IE®d! TG AT TS a7 Ie® Udhl S AT HH AT B T
JAIEEAls Ud] IIBEH! IS &M ] 9 g g |

A Few US Examples of Improper Use of Social Networking Sites
Chief Judge Ernest H. Woods III recently resiged from his seventeen year position after it was
revealed that he exchanged improper emails with a defendant in his court, in violation of the
Georgia Code of Judicial Conduct. Judge Mathew Sciarrino Jr. was involuntarily transferred
because of his facebook activity. Judge Sciarrino maintained a facebook page, viewable by public
through which he "friended" several lawyers, updated his facebook status from the bench and
"once took a photograh of his crowded courtroom and posted it" on his facebook page. Similarly,
Judge Jonathan MacArthur was removed from office after he posted inflammatory language on his

my space page.™

AT TEqel eI AASE GHAITHT AT Geum ggeg a1 g4 9=
Fercons Ior 39| AR Sad aiE SEeH SaTieEE 9 Wl ad IEdT
Jaedl g a9 Rufewr A Brewers Siees w@EEEa gy T e A9 gETENEe
R g Raas ARMR @ WA T s w3 ad
SAEEE g afgrg | oARETRT FE UsAEE SEdl AT WA AUl ARTerdh!
IO GEISE  FACHT IATENTHT GeIRIar al6h ¥ YhIeH  &adeadl, Jeue <

¥ M. Sue Kurita, supra note 140 at p. 194-95
W2 Jd at p 233.




SR | " AR T AT AER AR UE AT

AT Tl W €, & Taa=Adhl STANTAT § Sed WA AUAS A, AATSE
FHAAHT ITANHT G ATAPATS, 9ol g | = HFaHD! Fared ATeldel TGAT & 99
T G W, A T W UEH IFHEAR AATdD] TAN FFgHT I6hT qarag el
ity e i T 7GR JANEE AENET JedgT gaT WeTHT Gahdl dOa W

1 ZSTAT AR FATed AIAqCT A=l Uh HEH A T Al :

“While judges are not prohibited from participating in online social networks, such as
Facebook, Instagram, Snapchat, and the like, they should exercise restraint and caution in doing

so. A judge should not identify himself as such, either by words or images, when engaging in

commentary or interaction that is not in keeping with the limitations of this Code”. ™"

TEfieT 9T JgeRoT TRUST SATeRers g8l ~ardivEEd WiHd saih aqeH
PEEEH AR UeM TS WG| Bl <Y U A dfedl @] WOd
e GART GHE FHIE WHEE Aled T SaTh @led, gelhd T T g, I
FTHGFIETAT STRT 7§ ! a5 | T8 TGH A0d el ~Ariee® w arisis
ATAT B TAS, A Ay, AT e o {E ae o, G ggeie
R =k T, geuR Feueiy FERrae A a6 FEReE deT W e |
TS AR SARhd  TAAAd UM I WUl aX AR Herdd
eI AT A TafEaeE wd '@ A ewefm g g g
SRHIT I TEHS HISH! WIETHAE TRUHT FAH U aMfeT ATST T AT
g e e BRI ORI HRE e T N FA AEISE AHCH A T
TRUHT G F FFA B TAST g e HOells a1 e 99 draeg | ™ fafies
YA AATEEE AUAUH] SUAER ¢al GEUHl hEdd SEdl SoidelMd  AHied
AR IJTANH MG IEIEHISH g1 qaFg W [Agieed Wl qo =R
7|

> 1 BT B B AT B GG T AGH] [T AN 0 e,

> HETT e UL A1 Afhel AT AT QAT T BTl AT ATE
a1 TATUE WURT ATTFT Foo e,

> SIS F oAl 91 THET A T Tl ATIT g G,

> HETHH TWEH W&l LI FA GEET UH TET GAR T ARG AR
o,

W2 Jd atp 199.

¥ Idao Supreme Court, Code of Conduct Rule 3.1

4 The Union of Judges of the Czech Republic, Six conclusions with regards to the use of social media by judges, Prague,
Czech Republic, 2017

% Steven Lubet, Judicial Ethics and Private Lives, 79 Nw. U. L. REV. 983, 983, 1007-08 (1985); Robert McKay, The

Judiciary and Nonjudicial Activities, 35 LAW & CONTEMP. PROBS. 9 (1970); Simon H. Rifkind, The Public
Concern in a Judge's Private Life, 19 UNIV. OF CHL L. SCH. CONF. SERIES 25 (1964)
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> HEIEA T AEeTers aTE A weeeT Iae e Heed
AU qRIT AR wwg |
RIYTAT AT Heh edl WASS HH q6T qewn il gag=e a1 gad
W= ST fegEedt (A T T, QUi ~arneiee! T T IR Wi sl
T IH! BAC HEIH &S g Bl T GO ~AMMAH HHATH! qreraardl e IRy
o Sk wrETE gl AR 99 wEeeE ¥ Ugel dekii ueeda g 39
ATET AT G Ted | SR 3Ry | WugH ST WEE qRern A
I A FT AN G| FAEEE g9 HOE A, FEd T Gud g e
SHATGHT 21 A1 SAfhIa et 3 b e, 9 aEeas 9 a@el W 39ars
ST FARAE el e Hid I=d grg fa=meiiy g | ™

¥4 SIRER

A1 IREgEH Ted SLvT AT T SRETE T daradeer R War T
T cHFETRT AT sE S T a8 e Wiy G e w0
SHAETET HET TEHT BT TRAT | ATl T 0 qTeRa] G a3 aoie 5 |
SATATNET TSTHT TEABTY WA T GHWGH] AGGAT g BT 9 brdee Araeiaef
T ATHEART ga AUE T TEF g7 | 99 aWe A1 TEE @ B
T T gAY, & HUE TeHl AWEEEH U TEAgeT | FATEeTel A i A0
AAHT JTARHT T ATIAT AT FAAH! AR B T GaT IJqd AT FUSAls FaT
I TEAE | F FAME A T AERET B B @A IAT G AT WAl ATCH
e T T AT AR ATHST T T B B TS FATE AEEHT HAHEEe
JFATS AEAH IR T |

¢ See generally John G. Browning, SOCIAL MEDIA AND THE LAW: Why Can’t We be Friends? Judges’ Use of
Social Media John G. Browning (2014)
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A T e i Ty gae sl Trde! AFad wEed 8| a9
T AGHEHT BT F SEATCHE TEAS €, A Al TN A=
T (Customary International Law) £l %ﬁmﬁ T TREHHT AT Fea AT BT
Sk HUEEETS ToA-E T fHead |
I AANE T OIS AUEREr qgEy Hemusl A qERy
WG] T AT AATel FFAAT G TEEHT aer FcaeE THER T AiHAG:
o HEEtuE SfedlUd eheEuld WM TUYh TE ATEH Welhdl SATdmRA e
SARETE B AW W A EHeE gHrEd T
o HeErgE Sfodidd AaEd T GAHEl GAdie YERAEAE AT ey
ATEAHFHAZ AEEIgRI TART BHe® N TS

11 Legal Consequences for States of the Continued Presence of South Africa in Namibia (South-West Africa)

Notwithstanding Security Council Resolution 276(1970), ICJ Reports 1971, separate opinion of Vice President
Ammoun , at 76.
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Judicial commitment can be of various types. A judge may be mentally committed to decide every
constitutional dispute in favor of the government. Another type of committed judge is one who is
inclined to decide against the government and to suspect everything done by the executive. ....Any
of the above commitments are considered by many to be inconsistent with the ideal role of the
judiciary as it has been nourished through the passage of time in free civilized society, the role of
independent judiciary which is unaffected by affection or ill-will and which can hold the scales
even in any legal combat between the rich and the poor, the mighty and the weak, the state and the
citizen, without fear or favor. The commitment of the judiciary can only be to the Constitution and
laws and in the discharge of its function cannot allow itself to be influenced by any extraneous

consideration.*?
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%X H.R. Khanna, Judicial Encroachment: Myth or Reality, LEX ET JURIS Aug. 1986 at pp 16-19
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...Judges are also lions under the throne but that seat is occupied in their eyes not by the Prime
Minister but by the law and their conception of the public interest. It is to that law and to that

conception that they owe allegiance. In that lie their strength and their weakness and their threat.’**
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In this country, amid clash of arms, the laws are not silent. They may be changed, but they speak
the same language in war as in peace. It has always been one of the pillars of freedom, one of the
principles of liberty for which on recent authority we are fighting, that the judges are no respecters
of persons and stand between the subject and any attempted encroachment on his liberty by the
executive, alert to see that any coercive action is justified in law.**
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%2 J A.G Griffith, THE POLITICS OF THE JUDICIARY, 3" Edn. 1985, p 199.
¥ Liversidge v Anderson [1942] AC 206 at 244
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1 Fei v Columbia, Human Rights Committee, Communication No 514/1992, 4 April 1995. For a more detailed analysis
of the right to a fair trial see Nihal Jayawickrama, The Judicial Application of Human Rights Law: National, Regional
and International Jurisprudence, Cambridge University Press, 2002 pp 478-594.
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%% Robinson v Jamaica, Human Rights Committee, Communication No 223/1987, HRC 1989 Report Annex X. H.
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In some limited cases, legislation may require a person accused or being investigated for an
offence to answer questions asked by a designated official. In such cases, if such provisions are
constitutionally valid, they must be given effect but in conditions which, so far as lawful, protect
the person concerned from self-incrimination. '
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%= Commentary on Bangalore Principle p 54.
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Public opinion may have some relevance to the inquiry, but it in itself is no substitute for the duty
vested in the Court to interpret the Constitution and to uphold its provisions without fear or favour.
If public opinion were to be decisive, there would be no need for constitutional
adjudication.....The Court cannot allow itself to be diverted from its duty to act as an independent
arbiter of the Constitution by making choices on the basis that they will find favour with the

public.**

AITATAT  BRABEl  TEHE AGH] [FaEe® AT qFg|  BecTbrer
fereEEars A TEeT O TR TRUET gy Sl I8 9 a9 gdg e SR
U ATEEHHT g AFG | AT WG oAl AT ATRATS Hiecldlel AnAeg SrEdl
PaEEE®T AdET W UG 9Fg | a9 SO Al VERAE [T R
TRRAfdeTe agdl e qaEqE | IOl FHEE B A0 g AT g, A1 qEhl U,
SIATHT, FATCHT, THR HHANEE (o a7 AT Tahshl e a1 & quegeiar %
BT T AT G G B BIEH, TG GBI FF FT qOGE GAS b BFET AT
e TG, TTHEGH & HEA FARa A65g S B 8 a1 A GRiliEad e
IS F B | AR Al H $EYd SRS B @il Al TEEE 56
TS 2

The Judiciary must not take on the coloration of whatever may be popular at the moment. We are
guardian of rights, and we have to tell people things they often do not like to hear.

-Rose Bird.**
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%% 'S, V Makwanyane, The Constitutional Court of South Africa, 1995 (3) S.A. 391, per Chaskalson P.
190 Read more at http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/keywords/judiciary.html#19bakkglhPIM Y 815.99
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1 See Supreme Court of Wisconsin, Judicial Conduct Advisory Committee, Opinion 1998-10R
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Can judicial officers be expected on the one hand to be imbued with, or have developed to a high
degree, qualities such as tact, humility, decisiveness, sensitivity, common sense and intellectual
rigour, without on the other hand appearing aloof, inhibited, mechanical, hidebound, humourless
or smug? Surely, to simultaneously occupy the roles of the exemplary and the ordinary citizen
has all the appearance of an impossible double act. Conduct which some commend as civil and

courteous others will denigrate as stiff and formal. Conversely, what some condemn as

undignified behavior, displaying lack of respect for judicial office, others will applaud for

showing that judicial officers possess a sense of humour and the capacity not to take themselves

too seriously.™
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12 David Wood, JUDICIAL ETHICS:A DISCUSSION PAPER, Australian Institute of Judicial Education Inc., 1996 p2.
1% See Supreme Court of Wisconsin, Judicial Conduct Advisory Committee, Opinion, 1998-13
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19 See Commonwealth of Virginia Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee, Opinion 2000-7
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7 Ufd A1 ool Al el Al o7 ASHIE B! HATAT § T AW e
cAEA A WEEH! GHANT FARH e T Eg | A 9fy 9 uefier Fe
i =R R o el O T =Rt Ui o1 el el AnEe, 39d 4
graEe TR ga9E | U A1 Goiel qeiie e e e g oae

1% See The Massacusetts Committee in Judicial Ethics, Opinion No 2000-7
1% For instance, Justice Hilario Davide jr was appointed as head of the Truth Commission by President Aquino
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o R TEFA WEHRET FHEEd Pl BHIGE AEENE M@ ZE0T AEE
fafie ™ e g a9 wEaiower Rl gy
=rardeTes fofrd e A et R =araiersprer T @ ar s

ATl T A W AT Ul FaE Har A uiger Se@t R wer wawndier

THAIEE A FEANMCHER AOH RHRNEHT Gawd Jedl wEd =Aaiis

TATAAAT TEAET g e qed qEaes T @t &g | 9a =arndieret 4 #rd

EESRPEIIE i LS AT e i

qoca e € g i weeg | wet v wele At
BB FIHAT UICT IS [RERRBT RN FEME TN A FAH! &40 w41 |
I IREC ORI o M LA NI Gl R Dbl S a S I M TG TS
HTAADT ATFA FAAAHHAT AMMUD TZHT 6T EIAT BRT ~AAILAE ILEHT T
FU TAMYH TAAAAHA TEALT T, W | 1
FAAARIDH] AAE AAAATE ARG a1 ARG FHGER], a1 BRI

A AT a1 Fraded Fewgrn @ e W aRfEefd 9 aveg | g gErdee
TOET G| IETEHI AN {hferawaehT =arardreT Jefar e (Justice Hilario Davide Jr)
o G 003 W e uRig JuE AORY GEHR UIUHT PIQ| e T Jurersl G4
=g feaas WHiAE U e d HiEEd 9% WReds o 9 R09qR W
“International Jurist Award” W& JIXehT EX T QIERI a1 FFATT ST AT Tlff
g A1 §oF W e A W 9o Wb T TR R Hawn s A
Frafer afEr g7 §RF T R [WERR FATE TEdeAd a1 SArEiesie
T Al AT BT g ga |
o HD IR NI ED P YIMETH] T HT BIIAABIZRT (AT ﬂ%ﬂT (Premium or

Incentive) 5] FHATE i e Tde AT AfHear E3Y =T Fﬁaﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁ -H%T?JTEITJF

FaTeaa fofr e g1 @ videaks draren HET wSHieHl HI9eUE qiehl

AM=aT ¢ WEI HBAE T AGErs @O ger @9 FHT A Aid deaid

gl fegall s ool 0 e SR AR el g4 |
o THITEAT THEIH! HAIAAT HEIH! BRAGH WA A-qUET |i-adh! saredr T

7 Rufd emgaal afFusl caren vETedE FARE BERE O W OEE TRy

19 See The Massachusetts Committee on Judicial Ethics, Opinion No 1998-4.
1= Decision of the Constitutional Court of Hungary, 18 October, 1994, Case No 45/1994(1994)3 Bulletin on

Constitutional Case Law 240
179 Decision of the Constitutional Court of Lithuania, 6 Dec 1995, Case no 3/1995; (1995) 3 Bulletin on Constitutional
Case-Law 323.
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TAHT T CAEA T W CISANE Aol G| A FEE 9o g A
ATPR AATH TA T ATAd A GHEAD! [araar a1 faaeawr e
FHTTCTTATS Al | AR TR 92T | 76t AeAwl T IHAged @ued I
AT AUHT U | S AT HAA A AIHR A=A o fowef s @3 A
T YT SATIHR IIE = =arIersel GEal gars I Rafd 7 9o st 9
Trﬁ\—@“‘i:o

.Y AN FRE Hded W T HEAT ATE @Al UM SaqeadiEdd b
IS T 79 GEHAl AIENEEdE UM TWEaeadidd e B W a9 9e
ATAECT T& THTE; P THEHT GEARAT T, A THE T o Toe T gaer |
feroquy

BT WA SR O cqaedrrd SR Rgeaeer e fBEqa ' T s
TRAUHT G| A T AR Todsh A =8 Al e SAATEdl o, a1 996, q00
a1 S SorerEEr 5 TR TEE, Ul ATl SATCHTeTS | T AdIIE e e
211 7 T S O ®H TaA T O g | SUH] THFEIST el 9 B §a,
IR ATHT WA §rg | AUE TAAd WDl AAAST Had  HAAAHT
farafeTae. GEan T A g WA WEE Bled, SAIHeeE @ ue S
HAed TAH! AT U ADIad A U, U AHUH 21| TS AB(D HIEAT
a9 JAE T, qEE B, A1 B4 ®YAE geddd T FHes aER Hedd geg
RS ASTS UXH! ST BEel BIE GEHET T4 T He B gb NS aEHd
el T fogers @fa wmmer 9 FafEuer | mndieees e gand
BRATEHT, “AMF AASHH FARAEEHT HIT a1 AR el qFwedl gelha
WUHT U T, X AT ATCHIATS Sdehl @ Y Gehdiel b dvg WA agEet
TE, TIET T TAET @A U T B, a1 WA J9 T AN qE 9 S T
AT PEE AR @I geg| =g = uwd, 99, T, a1 B e
A, AR B SardeTE s w8 e B SAdEEe qd qwa
eI | Agias TUAT q HUEH UM AHE W AThl BRGEHT WETHT SIET
AT ATFAT GATEHT GEhHIETESH A AT Ferhel o T §a | GEdaa: T
FAAS T TG AT HeAW AG Ueb FAFAT “GTH AAS AABT TFA qTA
B el Rl 9 =1 A=Al ead T Aeded SURh ST AT |

180 Beaumartin v France, European Court of Human Rights, (1984) 19 EHRR 485.
181 Clause 1.4 of the Bangalore Principle states “In performing judicial duties, a judge shall be independent of judicial
colleagues in respect of decisions which the judge is obliged to make independently.

15T AT FHeAT AP I GO AATENEER] ABT FEHATH R0EX /1795 W S Y IR
REIN
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=AM FATHT T TaT AT A ATCHEE S FY U IAEE ga 9L
T AR F HEH FHAG {3 AT Al AR e HE e dehdi
A g, BN ML [A5Us! Aot oaTerd a1 =arardiers! 1 a1 fHEemedt g
IO AR TS GG | ASTEAdR] TR QAT AT F AE AT AT A AT B
TEHT B A AN F HAAE ol FTedl T Ta |

In the performance of his or her functions, a judge is no-one’s employee. He or she is a servant of,
and answerable only to, the law and to his or her conscience which the judge is obliged to
constantly examine. It is axiomatic that, apart from any system of appeal, a judge [while] deciding
a case does not act on any order or instruction of any third party inside or outside the judiciary.'®?

T gefar IR AT hEerEl el T geg A1 gad Wed o W
ITY | TAMIE ST F B CABR NS ACHT T A T AT GEHT TEId
JAEHE grg, A TET IO B0 AR AT hOdEE qedl BRI GAK FGIE, T
g W Sl ATl el A1 SIS ST T AT b T WAl | AN A
HAEN Hieell FaTerd 1 ~ARTeEas qiaaa T Ted | FAnderguR dewdrh
AT N AIEAICHE BRG] G ANIE]  SACATHl ATEAT el ATHRA
qRugEHE T YW T FW AF B e g e W |
FHTIATHISH TAFUH! ATE-AH] HHAT AIUUHT TAEEH! A 230 H 573 |

Due Consideration of a case takes precedence over “productivity”
Court inspection systems, in countries where they exist, should not concern themselves with the
merits or the correctness of particular decisions and should not lend a judge, on grounds of
efficiency, to favor productivity over the proper performance of his or her role, which is to come

to a carefully considered decision in each case in keeping with the law and merits of the case.'™*

FEHHBEAT Taq-AdD] HU &I BT BT AT ©IAT AT PHUAls TABR BT
G| TIEET T Gared ATCATH AT e Aol g TOHAN AT TF A
TG =rTdeT a1 g SSCTaanE UERT SHaedl HIAAE ARUHT G| A HACAs A=A
FeaeEad! 18 7. FArAdR! Tddaadl GIars Tal 9 TR MRS § | X IAqaa1e!
ATAND] AT TBTA Teal qAred ASATHT ATA fad a1 e HUH g8 A1
o= F0 AT AR T e qaerE AT W GohTa A T SSdrEae
Tiers MuHT fafd forr w9 afeer TRreEs sEradat dewr el sy ar Afzese
ferrrar g =amndeEE B T Ao Bebead T o Teg qeEh T g
I 1 AN o g, TgAE AN Bloed el ATFAl ATCHIRT  SATarsiah
e e T o e ¥ qeddiae TEaAaral Rgadn de @ e o
a2 |

153 Commentary on Bangalore Principle
=¥ Id. Supra note 183
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“AITeTRT ABa=AST YIS w2 TEed fTdr i dimdeaers qwgd §
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AW T e ga |

AT GFSICHS YRATTHT G G9! YA T Uil Jatear
FAGTTATRT AT GOl Ffdel =AIieraieh] FERTT T HIAd Taq-Adl G/ T8
U T AR aqAE ST, SANGER, ST ks, A g @ Ha
ke te e S T EC I e M e B 1 I NS (o i
ATATANELAE U g e, T5 AUAG1 HH BB TAUHI 2alh T =TT g
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GOHAT GEES TAME GEEEC g " T R e S qes
AT HIGATST T GG ST el G0 T e gedd qHa wikd e B
AT FAEAIEH] SN ¥ FHEANG TEaAd AR el T AR T
AT Geldh! HRcHD TAHH! TIAT o qibra;:
AT A, ATl IR SAHT A (e T e s@d) g&d
T R0&C WA WM & T O A WETHT ARG TRDrArdr e

AAME®] AT AbE A HA  FEABAST WAl AAENEES TR
m‘@:‘i:l
Glerarrarere Fat IfEa FEiT T HEE SRl TRy T ST e

THRATAEEHT GHAE6E® U8 T4 ATee™ ANUH ~aTaTeel qHIe, Taae] 084 9
AT 9Tt A SR ST e e Jed qaHe U gewel 0 Wi G
AAITHTR] TAETHT AAT AL qHE GHAARE® GF D AT | qqE TG
YEEEEH! Granihal T STARMET deel U & T O TafeH | AR S T
TEy WA W FaRor TR e B B O Sie R e |

RIEEIC e o B | e i ke oo B 1 2 B o e o M = ol 1 A

1S4 g A FIESAVST 065 199 190 W AUH] AMEGNEEHT LA el BNE BRA T TEAEEE
IR T o |
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TAqNE ARG aedadl [FEE gHE SUaMEl  Ruaesiee ed wree
06699 | R0 AT TR T JEATATHAHT AT T Sem T, =rardrer FareTel
G TWEH IH GHAE T AHAE ATCHAT] TEH BTHTS Fege AUH g | agare =N
AT, AT, IORETCd ¥~ Sqdedqq" U ~aaieisre alerdqed TRTae!
T GEEAHT HAAT [GfIHT e, A AfIEReT AT ¥ Gamaedl agTq
Gelh! AT, TUT AT &AD] AR BRABHAAS Geol EIH ATCHET WU eafq @
Wl g | A1 Rufq drbaras! GeanTd [FemgeT T Auierd T Taa-a ~aradieisbie!
fafr T fmsdr it sgEET ®UHT @y e BRIl SET il AEl geat
AN FHS, A G GAODR ST TALHT WAl T AT ITTA T A dieTah it
AT T TR el (T JearEae® Tk Tl Jeqd T i |
TAGE FETAAHT GFIEAT:-

AITABT ~AAITAHT AT quaqey Feaveawr fafesr smem, ava sifesrenr
YAIT T Sl €6 ATRRET TEAT T4 AT qafdd g, Jomelt T agiaemied
AT § T FEAThT TAT T ATD! T | (=G oTel ATeqegahl Girem, 0¥
T TUTAD] AARH e, R0€3 AE IH SATIHRD! FINT T Fared AqTerdel e
SHIFUE A A PR e SR 4R s ¢ R A b
EHA (Judicial Culture) T T TE AT GREUFHT ~ARATeTEH TEq qF A
AATF TG, W AGH TR A FAHET T ARReH! WEHAT A
AAPREEH] AH51HX0, =AF ARG FHIEARIATS W5 T STl Al Ggab!
Ay T T A St R AR B e g
YAF ATTd TEdl Hrgipd TEAT i 7 Roria TR qwear| SR
FHATAEY HEAg AT g ARl O Jh AR Aqd-Adl [Gqg T qgid A5
SFAEATH] AN HUHT Rufar daaie deraqarerdr & Teriiis Taeed! S
AT GHAEHT TP, GEIEER GG WECH] HEAT GHG WS AT
TeAgFe=Hl GeAd AN RUHT, STl GAdlvb ATTelden] AT Th] aeT Ui T80
T ATCATHT ATH SIAAHT A GeAR T TEGHN F TAUFH FAATE 28T S wa9T
AT AEE | GAaNE qETed el R e, B s,
TR GHTSHTA TACL AT Il AR B T =1 Fudd g 9= g orag |
MG URERITRT o U ST AT TNUET TS FETerd AT HUAT JEe At
I T GAAF ASTAA SATIHRE! 575, AERITA, TR TATTH A=A T
B, e FAreearah! AIAAT A AT T Sl =T U TG Teel FrTa
WH G| AGH AHeu AT A gAdNE o @Sl T g
PrTeeEa! Feq T ST quTET S 57 W BT Wedd eE) |
AT GAgh qeergT—
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TR U9 GFEG | Tz AUE] HH BEFA Afd] Wedl aANSaH aEndiEeas g4
“AATENH! TEH g T eqaqedqrel edicad AT A0 T qed fad Heerarb]
A RAE ATIET HEAA T AGOIAl ATqEDl Fo TEg | gg audeal &9
FeEy @Hl BRI ARG oA WO w9 By e gue s gy
WUAT FEHINATH! FREE T3Sl A®es T ddbral fufd o g7 9 | vaq: a8
I YIS HHAR, ITREAcae dAaee Rear T3 e ©eg | qad a&dr
JIUE S SYAEAEE AACT AN a9 T FAAHT ATELAHAT TIH =MBers gaASTH T
Gl WA TR T S EaEEE e giid a9 e
=g Fgfe T sEteaiie] 0= FFaaH—
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AN A1 IREGHT AN AEeAd EATEE A e €O THEd WA T
WA WH Ty | AT URuE/AAeE AN ey wefd  feraeardy
A ETHaes 3RTd T8 ~arndier a1 Taa= ~ais IS cafheed! qgedd
T T doddl dghl ~andiee®sl qud yfafHfee e 18 uger giar = fHaf
NI wEIE TH IUE Y| U 9¢ dedl A GRug AT qEneEr B
AR AT T A= TUH U3E qehl =1 URug /AT a1
AT Fog | a9 WA AT AOHIaE ISHHEBT Weal TEaeA A% SAich el
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T I FAOF T BN GEOAH AAEW T A GRE agwT o
TAEIR S CAhEE WHHR g W BOAE AEEeEEe TEmR T |
ITHT T AMH TFaAqE. qese Q6 7] WeR T J9%67 q5e€ I @l
TAAUCTETRT AR Sed g (W SAEUIcrERl BEER B e wediel
AT T SHAEEAT Tdehd d@X 9H 995 | bR ATeqH el ~Ads G
TEET T IGH] FEAR el GEAH] G T TS STaThael gaare Akl
9 & WFg| AR el SAEden T S a Raar e ad s
AN HETTA TAAABEAS TATIT 8L ATGLH! AN T |

3.& qAE TA-AqH! A ARG Wbl ~AAUHT Hlb! AT T AL TP
AEfg T AR SeUE@! A AR Y3 T Jaed A |
feoaufy
HIAT TAA HUL WA BEd AIAAE M [Uag® /e ¥ el aHdT T
FO AN AR T EaH R @y | IR J9AT AETean
=TT % BT AR T HFER YR e A B GEEead ovg | el <A
TATAAATE YA T ~ATATRTe ool TqCH! s AT F@rg T Jag T |
ToERD] AUF  ATROHI AT Arqid €aeg qIaedl ~aaad  Jcamd
TEE | IRETH AN AEHT UETEEH SeH] ATHREE grg Wil AT BT
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o AN FRETERN THAAE TEafd T THIA G T

o VidAE T HEH GIARH! AARID] AN TAH qHT FET

o THAE ATH IEAEE T < AT qFAET THEE 9 TH;

o fusher SirEes var fgaera @1 Afgs a1 39 AEImR Te dEE
WT@;

o HIMHI TS RO HEA AAEE AT AT IUARG SARHAT Feell T T g
gidiiees T AFER JE T,

o A WEERT UL AT TANT ET NN TgA AT YR S SR HICTEET
YD GEdr ITaed TS,

o JEUH ATENG ¥ WEWE gaEe T Fuigest we wEer aesr afier o
TRTA TIEd g H getea T,

o TUEEEAS TIE GEAT YEH T T FAETS G W REUS Ud AR T R
Jool@ TRUST [ 95T A HE@T T6HT AUDHR A1 e W B B4
gfera 1

o daW qEbl ARG AGTdel U DT RAlHT oMesh, AT A GARATAR]
ATH(T AT AT Y= T |

SOl TATATH] BT HIATHINH aMeh g Taad e TS ~Arardiere

AT UL | S TEAAAD] ATRWT AT BT 78 BT ARAT T BRI

AEE T HUHT G A1 oI e TR B0 | GO TRUHT TS ATLEE a1

FEAI HIAH! Tel TART T4 WZUHT AT, Aeaiics THVEEH TURAT Tearse

T AR HEREAC SAhd! Taq-adl ATe g qFET T FUATS ~ATATANLTA

T BTerAT I e |

Y.¥.% FSO&ar (Impartiality) (I®T ¥)

Rgr: e W PRAEH ITH TFIETH! AN [THAT AAELTD T T
=T i A TR it gHed wA1d GERATAT 9 Sederar wee
W'qqi
feoofy

AT T feqear s aem Rgraee g auiy =aiie Bl e T
TRAT BT T Gl gAeTS AEAITE qeAR] T AACHE ©IAT AT 2R |
JATIHAT TFAAN ~AAH oA T ol | TaeAdt W THOEFH - a1s Feaetar

5% Bangalore Principle considers Impartiality as value 2 where the given principle states: “Impartiality is essential to the
proper discharge of the judicial office. It applies not only to the decision itself but also to the process by which the
decision is made.”
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FTIA [T T A& [ GhbaT | A q TAaeA el e ui arneier wer frdrwa
fewer e fRufd gar #a1 o o A Ay SAEEIiRT WEANTT TN €A G A
=rnedter ufy Regreaa: Fiower T waeT |

Feqeaar e AR qEYdE 9 ATIREd O 87| Fegedr, g e X
TGl ~APTETHT FIAl TeE g T A SfEE Sd @A gl A e
geee O Rgreawr wgHr g, @ Al Ui Weadr 9 gl A
oo\ Eres TR wtRaT S T i Feas e |

The principle(s) of impartiality, disinterestedness, and fairness on the part of the judge [are] as old
as the history of courts; in fact, the administration of justice through the mediation of courts is
based upon this principle. It is a fundamental idea, running through and pervading the whole
system of judicature, and it is the popular acknowledgement of the inviolability of this principle
which gives credit, or even toleration, to decrees of judicial tribunals.'®®

fAqeqar aeqd ®H @A O WA BEA AEdiadT HeE g 9w AiHgeeh!
e U EAuE | A et Feuer wE W= Wigeedr o W e,
AT ATHTIEIHT H TRIEET U T8 A+aTd TRIEHT 5 o FamrEr et
T A U Weg T IR 99 wideT a9 W |
eaetarer waT USer faawiil Tdasesl TeRaTae e | FATAreeT Heae
:R%Eﬁ T 9T @y H@Qﬁﬁ et (existence of conflict of interest), AT
TIAEEE T SFaeR a9 SAAEaleid MdEy T gFaraas ad odeg | gadet
FRTAT AMYE oI HAA BT g5 qe® T gI98 9l ool WHl G
o A Fue gaue, wuld B U A $1 UESTR AUE A1 THive T8
T €4 | TR A1 ATCHWE a9 WHH g B e Yl THeEes ST
T T AT RTIEeqE] AAT AU AT TAUE G A e |
o T Rt Feaer el W= TATIEREIHT ISHT G, AIAde el AR galg
TEANE TUAC UL R e WA T | AT TE A AT
SARBIT SHIER % HEAl g T HU Al T JATIAT A% FoI&Tarr Aerst
THIS WIEHT TIe® G a1 o A FHiEe TR |
=T HoaET TRERT Ao FAAS AEGHE TIAT QY T G [oqe ALEh!
I AT g Rl g W e W RET S@e qeieedls  Heaerdn
AT A BT R R | aE WA A qE seerta gy et
e [iEd Hecddl gog, e et e § FHeHr W g9 | ARTeIagee AT
T oA Aot FU F B W ABAAS TGO AR HEMT ATSH HIHEEE

15° See Reference re: Territorial Court Act (NWT), Northwest Trrritories Supreme Court, Canada (1997)DLR (4™) 132 at
146 per Vertes J.
155 State ex rel. Bernard v Board of Education, 52 P.317 (Wash 1898)
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A T AT TAEREEE e U geeed Fedr ghe B e qe e
RereT qFque) | R HE AEE W ATET S@Ie qhdwd ATaReE qUh
AACATAT ~AEETeT el eoedl qer B gavt |

FETIAEHE e RISET A1 FA G g Sy M
T TEEES F WG W BU FUACHE q gad aC BEei 9N weed g |
JHF AT FoqE TR A AW Tele @1 G, [Aearg qre aerde
=ArardeTer e J B 39 W gd, ARl g weawn = o gty anf sl
feg wd, 7@ T wer uf F11 wew FE A vaee B A atraw v
FeEs =R Y N A AT AR ANTER 3RAe A, ¢~
T “uger e wEwE AT wrersiE fafy g oA g 9= B 9o gE
e I T et e g 39 6 e B e |

¥.q VAR B YhIHT HeleS, TEUd a7 e e waiien boeusml e
WN:K
feaof

AT GEAA WUH! WEGH WAl WA AEIET WA GEeraRes s
SIS | TR AT ST HOee® HEhl o TEiT @ohl ARG qFeey a1
HEH! TRITHAT ARAfed IJEHT TAEHT BRUT JHIGT G A= AR g Bd B
FHIATE! a1 At el waus |

eqerdr Ageedr T FAuRen a1 ST gread B qe T SR
TN AU AT YEUE A AROTHE! EATAFRT qEElad B AT | T T WA e,
A T U AT W W TEE g SRy | aeen ahE el
TIEE” HI TS Mg | A 97 ARG ©IAT gal ~Aeerdr Feqetdr wean!
g a1 AT W AURAE AREHT HAENH ® AT Wed SHEr Mg | AwE
(bias) aTtlflﬁl? (prejudice)aﬁawwwwmﬁi

Bias or prejudice has been defined as a leaning, inclination, bent or predisposition
towards one side or another or a particular result. In its application to judicial proceedings, it
represents a predisposition to decide an issue or cause in a certain way which does not leave the
judicial mind perfectly open to conviction. Bias is a condition or state of mind, an attitude or point
of view, which sways or colours judgment and renders a judge unable to exercise his or her

function impartially in a particular case.'*”

et faerei 0 % g A AAEEEd Qe6gH, BT T WA AU
o a1 gaea FETadere HAH TRUHT MEaeedy AF TEeHl ATaH HiEa

5% Bangalore Principles 2.1 states” A judge shall perform his or her judicial duties without favour, bias or prejudice”.
182 Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 59 citing R v Bertram [1989] OJ No 2133 (QL), quoted by Cory Jin R v S.
Supreme Court of Canada [1997] 3 SCR 484, paragraph 106.
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qROT TAICHT el SHEE Hed Uy ATl gRUEE aRadd T e
Thr IREE IeE dAEEaeT g9 [E | a8 SArrdeEed AgERe I SAh I
qed, I T framEe B e aRRAfdE! SiEr Suel WA Thl Hears
AGATe 9 T@E a7 feds | 7€ BEReE® gareq M e | awdr T v T
%! YA A e @sd 2l

Opinion, which isacceptable, should be distinguished from bias, which is unacceptable. It has been

said that “proof that a judge’s mind is a tabula rasa (blank slate) would be evidence of a lack of
qualification, not lack of bias. Judicial rulings or comments on the evidence made during the
course of proceedings also do not fall within the prohibition, unless it appears that the judge has a

closed mind and is no longer considering all the evidence.*!

F UL A1 FEeq Wi AT TEE AR 91 GE e a9 A, S
aE a3y | EeAaSe vseEieE (Sed e, FE, Wi, Haaw, g
) forgw, @t Gepfdare 3 =aeT S@M A1 WAIE (FEd 9 e AgHE @,
AGHEF TFe-al E2A, WTHl @l g A= Feafy Fifcered o) =wia geaar
o1 e T@reT et (STEdl, Hed 9iaady, gl W Wl Bid bid AlG) BTN
AT EE Wy 9 86y |

Bias may manifest either verbally or physically. Epithets, slurs, demeaning nicknames, negative
stereotyping, and attempted humour based on stereotypes, perhaps related to gender, culture, race,
threatening, intimidating or hostile acts, suggesting a connection between race or nationality and

crime, and relevant references to personal characteristics are some examples.***

AT ARTATHT S@IST WA HFA, THHT U TATIT a1 AUAST FHAT
T a1 AT 9Eda @R A, HEET 9 AT A WA TR SUARR AL
e9et @ a1 TWeH! qE@ HIeA Aioheg |

feqerdrs eawiar % U wfieg We ATl el ATEeHTaT HIETR
T ATIHRHT TETART AT F; TARTE! a1 TNl Teabl e g | Jard =amandreret
A WS A TR, AIAGHT A FedaeR Al ARTeIdhl HATET SIS
TRTHE] AT ATHRBT FANT TG G T4 §rg O TGDT FANT ATHAT AL qH13,
SARhTa Ef e TR W Fd O] g9 A B e 99 wad @A |
=T T Ffg T W fa saa G fofr st fdear © femn s seew
g T T |

141 Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 60-61 citing different sources.

142 Commentary on Bangalore Principle, at p 60.




qR0 | I FER T AT AER RS AT

AT HTAHT FHIAT &1 Biod HIEl IqeTS TAET FATHT Ao ATRET
AR N g | AT b Wiy W TEA AT ASH Sdhel | TE T R ggar
THANERT & FAHI QR e | AR A A i, Wik, wEe e 3
Qreafish I T FAOREET S UL MRGHT Fafaar q@iesr 9 T @i g7 |

Y.} FEAAA T FMfex A T FaeR (08 g, FHAE YT T&, BT
AT T GAAEROS] ARG T =aricremias e afvafe g7 e | 1
feoaufy

T Rrgrael i ARl SR T AT T O SUFERars o eqsET
TEH G| A AT PRACEE, TUA T GIATS &2l SRAl T TS Tl T0g
A AT AT UG e e Ao & Feue g we e S

el

FITATHT THEE §A 8T ANE (paAEHT A T faEw Ty swr gesl
iieE Atk fue, SuHT el T A Ui TEE e ST grge | BRuEeT Heer
AR IAeEH! fuer fagar W iy TEiE wuer a1 9 Artes, GEdrd
WH! q= ARG MG JAEE Uiy qaa| A Aediaaarars HeaToi Te ~AATEerer
aE FaE e deTsn g R §e, URdl ek iiRufers SEel suded: WO
TS | TETT Albegars a1 HEHT ULeears AAEedd IH B3, Well T4 a1
BISATSH, ATET TS, HET|T dEeds feoauly v, ufger 5 warander A fewdar g
T T A B T SeEEEe Ao, TEeal wawd T, A9 3areT A S
AT (U TEHT W ARTET IeaISE; ~AIUE MU A8 g | A%l &
THATE AR ST | e Y A geen g4, @l T dthe U ae
A ARl e erear o= &g €3 UEd cUHeRel Tey GIAEH ehA qha
Tided AE T |

Feqerar | T T GRS AR Wil S wEe e geayd T
foeR T O 9T B WEIHT IERAIHT FABE BT | STHHES el gl AR I
S HET UIST UL, A1 IEH Abedi GEER B TG, T FAeR A0S
g e g9 WEe USel Ul Rual Meaasr samen a@t geers
SuRafam! gEar Afes B 0 AH Feeaw Su@r ’fa yfaea g e W oq
FETEAT ATIRT T AT SFaER € | A1 HTCHl U ASgd 5 T Taa1 garss
AIAAHT TIE GROM AUET 9 | HEW UF T& U9 WDl [ r@d FHHr e

%2 Bangalore Principles 2.2 states: “A judge shall ensure that his or her conduct, both in and out of court maintains and
enhances the confidence of the public, the legal profession and litigants in the impartiality of the judge and of the
judiciary.”
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AH TAAE AFN HA A= WHN & TpfE AmEr gfEee 9 sl g A
SHAER U ETHiEEe el FEEHTHI RO T G, T FAE Feqedr wew
e =ft agEe €

AITAAA A BIEA AGTAqANET G AT fFeaeast ffeg g aed a=
T SRR T §4A | AR i e, SO AE q9T SAiE weeed
AR BROT ~IAANTAE TFHT G eRA oy | ~AATHITCT  SAaTeraeie? €uar
TEIUEE IHF acls HAET T 9 BRT dFg | TEQ QRO Hieel HIel
BRI A1 FARFETS qFaraars a JWiad TReH! g1 adg | afe -amdiere
TACE [FARETE g FPATT AT [MiAaesdr e wyg | afkie 9 aHE
Torifas feR et cafts @1 gHEsr it T TWHT Tee | SEH AEdr Hre
=aryiferT Wi fEm T IS wa |

gl B ~AAHTRl WA A=A hACH! SAEAT T U, ued T
AR ATHATLET AD] L&Y o] U4, FHIAAS B a1 AT sqqed
AT ST T U, 91 Wiw gF a1 [BfUw wEeEa @ il o] 9 g,
TGAE W AT AT | T AT e H A A A AT F B
qETHN BEA, TC Ted TAGH, AL AW FAAH BN A Hegaraens anh
e zemr av Rafy of i €391 w=dr # FafE g gEee amfasts
F| ATNET SAAGEANCLHT a8 TS ~AAATRIHT AT F@TS, a8 Al
ferame 3== e fHiweaT g9 |

¥.3 P U ARG JAEEHETAT G A G SGUH! BRI e IS
T e T g g i Rl TR w1 3gel TSRl el GETe eI
g%-{gﬂ-q-éa-pv
feequiy

FINIATHT T O AT HY UREeE AT @qd T ThIeT AREihaD!
G| AR R FATATeers e FErhe e dErd g 1 o ek 1
R G W= FE T aE Wi Rusr g1 wE e s gk
AR THC qCA T AT AT FSOqedrars NS g e A9l U, a8
FAEATIF EIAT GATANA A HET oHae AEHaAlS FANT v &1 B9 ATEdTH
A AL B AB] A TG FEg T TEl IUASH §rg AB(AM  WEHHBEIU
AMEAAF AT AU7g | ATEIH €I HET Ao AR W FAR FASH HEIHT TEATS
ATFAT TI=gTl ~ATATIET B (Forum shopping) AFEX Y&H TTH, ST T 3T BET|

1%¥ Bangalore Principles 2.3 states: “A judge shall, as far as is reasonable, so conduct himself or herself as to minimize the

occasions on which it will be necessary for the judge to be disqualified from hearing or deciding cases.”
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T AN AT SAEARE T SAhITd qUBReEes TG4 oFafedd T0s &
IO HET e AART AU |

ATTENTHT AT Aid IHT URARD] GEedged! e 9 aEe |
T ~AATdeTRT TR HROT ST S A1 SfHd T PU griegee AT GrHIS
A1 RE A q BREAR AT T $ @wWER qeT a1 A e
Tifaferr FRO TR q€T TF dEEAT G A IA TR A a€] WACH g |
TIEAT AR R I TG & Ao foufd g o e Raftem s wwar ufed
IO T AT S FA S €N Frare e W 9 57 |

¥.Y AN haRs e At WEq g7 SISt a1 AT gan faase)
TROTEAT AL T TG A AR GPRAET IS U TS T A Aee
T STV Bt Tebh! dIebiiaequil T a1 B otk a1 el o gaargal q6<
T T e 9 ae T Ho Aoty Ry Fa
feofy

Tet eI N, AUHT AT AST FEFT W TEEA AR ARGHT F
fFrEquT <t et depr e w A e qede waer Seh
T TEETH THT AN St ¥R WEeE U TE | caed T Hewrer @i
AT SETCATHT TN TBT A BISH, ATE-UHH SROET Wbl RN HEEE
U TE | T HEREAT AR YPRATRT TSEaE A1 Toey GAgd 5 A€ O T
AT B WHICHT Afeateh BT g |

HET AHAT g1 AT ATh S@@H FU F 3aqFH dAled g, Aibad
TCh TE F EAEH WIS TH §E, F BIIA AT AR AT B gEwE
TG I UM W Fled BRI I&g | SO F A g W AT wear
e i el F 9T 9 AEvIE Y X Tave GOATEAT A€ O 4 W 9\
SO T €| B BT WA ST R arumeE g geaee, 99 oE Wl
AT AT [aEReEE o Wl g1 993, a1 afed 3 fvlg afcasssr F4 qE@r ugar
2 o) aPFEER 57 Fg | e B AR qe gAee Al e
ATHAE oAl ~ATATNT B Wae | FEt ANl Gl el WET B A€ g AT %
T g fufa g @ A ste |ifsar w

%4 Bangalore Principles 2.4 states: “A judge shall not knowingly, while a proceeding is before, or could come before, the
judge, make any comment that might reasonably be expected to affect the outcome of such proceeding or impair the
manifest fairness of the process. Nor shall the judge make any comment in public or otherwise that might affect the fair
trial of any person or issue.”
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Each judge brings to the bench the experience of life, both personal and professional. A lifetime of
experience that have generated a number of general attitudes cannot be left in chambers when a

judge takes the bench.**

T AT FAEA AATNATS AHEH DI TAADT BATATTH] Grawal LT
=R GRS A AT P AfgH AEEEHr A AEA gAa N afreats i ar wa
SR T, A1 ARl ThT HEelE® Wbl T (47 9= o6l Te | =% T80 T a0
far A 3 geg | ae HeEEHT R FENEEh HruEAe S W AN
wEd 7 fieg |

FRST HTE AIATH TAZUHT HLTAT STETIRIHT =80 4 8 geg 6 ffe
THEEE A1 AR HIAHEES Al HEM ~AATEND] TT ANEHT grg | ~ATATENLTl T
EEEHT AThel T4 g A A1 T gATE W T oaeh THEe | Teteen 7 e 4 g
T At wwwE @ A g | e Ak wet A o aemdtans e,
AT AT P ASTETAT SeTehl o1 el G A WEhT e ®dr =areierer 790
gUE a1 Ui W a1 | o9y adr v el vfabear R ge ween =i samnde
ATHTUD] AT AU ATAATS Sarear TRUHT qTSUHT 3 |

TIHT R069-2085 R a7 RO Aq@uM T FRAEDT AT GRog qHeT
PERIdT WH! Ao A WEREE AW gEeead A doren e
ARTEITHT =AATHET TATRTEL HTobiel IS BRAE I0e A HI-AIR 2HBAT TIeT
W@ T O WA FARlET TEd ANARHIAT FA URE B ATIEACHE BIRAE T
TS T =ATAETE®D! S 9 =arndier Frbiel ~aide AqemaT 6 e, A
AR T TEIT AATGTH! STET IecTg ™ Tl A= Ad =T |

=rdiERs FERdE ger W e BRedEr SR gah e
TfeREHT HET a1 HRATEH! AAT U6 fiare =amrderers AT a1 T9e 96
AT WET A1 ARSI eREH! ATA-G =1 BIETEHT ~arrdierer Foft 2Reear s
F TCTH 9 F ST T4 |

AATTHT ARTATERE AT (@2 [qqd ~ArreieT a1 g =andiered a8
TIUE A1 B €a9 0 e uRbEAW R WG wRuRl gl SEwE ait
a9l geg A1 gad We [T geEae SsKh gg gaeT
FIATENES AT Wl AAEAH qAdd WA ATl AU AT 99T HadE
AT A B F FEREE gOw e | A T8 A "ed =i &,
@, o T AE AR @ ARAATEART TG FA g AEA TIAT AR T

%% Madsen v Prudential Federal Sav and Loan Assn 767 P.2d538 (Utah 1988)
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oeh REaIUET R SEers e gserde Aedier AiEas ) =i
AT T B A W BEReEe FRE S A Y| A9 whre gEred a1 A
afcraer FEE B afbRar T qufy e A frmeen e g1 el g
AR UT I TRAET UF BT FA U Aferel S AR g TR
TG T I AMAH FAAAA T [OOSAA BEA T FHEH AU g | IqA TEH
TR Aegd THHT BEaFH ATHT e T AlWeaRh @l TaaeAdrT U T9-HaeavTet
FGH GUH §G | A T AT Feeiiar ¥ wA1E CAEar 9 ue | warardrerer
T A e A1 ¥ Faa wodly aEdr 4 aiveats i SR &E, s @
T & A qaial IE, d9a % WET & Saanheeears M femar
Hael T AR TE T W SEEEET SR | AsE SbET HaEEE, SEar
TEITTE THR 9 GRET §rg, R @ I8 arrdeEEd SEaene FErrdE
HEEEH! IR TE A0 S e B G| SAEES RO T AR AW
= TEqAAT T HOUEATRT TEHT g | TEAeAdn T AR qed T AAdEEk]
TET T I A TRl ~AArHieTe®h! qA gz 9o ~ArardieEses! qi el |
FRHEl Ol a1 AR TAG GEEHT U6, BT TE€E a1 TAEReEde
haell & A1 Teld @bl Wl WA ATSER | dbdea 9 FT A BER T
AcAhH! TAa=AaT 81| P U Al ¥4 wEEEdt $o waeear 3 gE A
TALT WA Foul O T T | IEHT T 91 FEAAAIGIR A ATET AR e
TeF FE A AREEAEEAT e W T SR g sk R e
a1 3 ga |
I A FARTHEEHT AL ST FEdl qERT gAUE q2 TGAHT A7
Rrgraes feoquir Terer 7 =axh YuHT g
Hiedl, “AETER A g gae a1 Al Wivd Wigaerst T oA
IO Ut 4 Foigar TRuET ARBEAER B GAR HeHar 4 anears & ga,
T IUC AR TAAT AR F HAAS GGG A GO T geg; A€l B
AR @TT 575 |
o T, ATEH A WeHHEE EhI P YEET AR AR AT FA AT
o €391 Siieee Ererae Fafia same W T8 diher GO 9 T G
T W A1 ATRIET AT =T GO AT T w |
o O, FAra Afe® SPeEEl A aed AEdieel AT a7 GEEdiET haer o
ALYEEAN F FABHAT <aeh T a1 afedts T 21 Wt i ] w7 gy
Wﬁ@m%(pmdence)T@%@WI

1 TR e & agela g6, Re | o&&-wo-oou o, Fufa ffd TR ¥, 2090
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Generally speaking, it is still a rule of prudence that a judge does not enter into needless
controversy over the past decision especially where the controversy may be seen as an attempt to
add reasons to those stated in the judge’s published judgments.

-Commentary on Bangalore Principles'**
“It is both improper and impossible for the judges to enter the fray of public controversies and
explain why they took a particular view. If they were to indulge in that exercise, they would be
only writing yet another judgment”.

—Justice Y.B. Chandrachud’**

Y4 ATHeN B Hamaen! frewer feun T ean qar v ueer Rl wdaeemet

3w o fEre Fewwr w& e g w8 fig o swe saer g o

faft s mrdeer e fEedr ggaw a1 e fe wHeae S s

TEIIeg | °° RS JTEIHT e Fufd AT qaag:—

%) HETHT F TEA ~AAH W ARE 9 TAIE S

q) R Rvad yredt g e safkeTa eREanr 9 S
HUHT

) R R warEndrer wRe B craEie 2REaer S I a1 wefw
TIHT Wbl AT

7)) e Tgee fEmer o e a1 feer ene s aiie w@rd
ST T,

T, DT ~AAER TH gD GIarg THad Faedl WA T T
fTaE® giarg TRl TRIRETE FE U SEe WOHT i e fdae g
Y|
feroaufy

AT HEAN ATEAHT HET goalc ATHAs A Teqqs, Wl e
Haieas werarcar @iy afegg e BreqaerE wEe TRuE gl amE
SBTAH! G5 AACATHT AT HET &1 81 U ol WD G
o UWE A TANE, T WS A e Ar T SieuH HRO FEEs Foae

fequr T FEe W,
o U faasmier waaser gear aEar e e et Feag 9 fotr T e

AT T A WU,

%= Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 68.

%% ¥.V. Chandrachud, Shah Bano Revisited, Lex Et Juris 1986 at 6-7

*°° Bangalore Prnciples 2.5 states: A judge shall disqualify himself or herself from participating in any proceedings in

which the judge is unable to decide the matter impartially or in which it may appear to a reasonable oversver that the
judge is unable to decide the matter impartially.




% | 7 wER T Farde AR SRS dea

iRl ST AT (e e A B YL & QS Aeaterd ol o
e AR i T @erere 2Ry | det o W o wArandeT g7 dan
v fagra wfia gy, o T dEedr @ AR, e wEenEr Feae T
Rafaens salse aedmr =amrdierer qer 2 47 9= HACTS 93T AR g1 urewrr
HETHT IROTHSE AT A1 AT AT -l Al Tiead @wgel W ara
TEH A F U WA W ATTET IRUET g Al ks | amiead @ |
R FEET YoAe § W 19T e | a9 HaedT g a1 g9 W & uel “user
el wag® ® @ edTr TRUH G A FE AR @ S asayd A 1w,
WHHR G, T 'H*T\'lj%’l?‘f [AHT T (reasonable, informed and fair minded)™? W’ﬁ?‘[ Ear
b WG e Jaar ¥ [Fasars uldfateaa g1 afe cowdr cafher e
AT FTE TR AT I g AATAT T WA FAATRT W B ga |

AT HET 8 a1 ol [@UaAT [ T HAATS TEEEH] WA a8
| el % Froud e Rafomr A Fega g wh wmersm g Rufy g oww
TEEET I BT AR G SHT R SR FE A 0 g SEes e
TEAAT 1Y qEf gl HITN cHeeA eieEs A $U e WA g @
=rdierers BT quAr Suer ANTETE A g oA o W THEEET SHEEdl g
TRA GFg I HAATE qACHS Aemed TeR TRUH! g1 aT qEl e a1 ded
FAHT FUART THAT AT TEHEE & W Weal 9 I8l ATl ATCHTeTS |reR. [ 19
2| FH I ACHT F e O Heodd0 g, SO GUHT ATCHIHN THR T
B FE dear U faer qumes wed RfEaer wofdwr T gt faeew wueww
AT YT e W AR Wb TH FT A SFR Rgreaad! ad g |

The Hypothetical Reasonable Observer and Apprehension of Bias
The apprehension of bias must be a reasonable one, held by reasonable, fair minded and informed
persons, applying themselves to the question and obtaining thereon, the required information. The
test is “what would such a person viewing the matter realistically and practically-and having
thought the matter through- conclude. Would such person think that it is more likely than not that
the judge, whether consciously or unconsciously, would not decide fairly?” The hypothetical
reasonable observer of the judge’s conduct is postulated in order to emphasize that the test is

*° Ex Parte Pinochet Ugrarte (No2), House of Lords, UK [1999] 1 LRC1.

0% SR aﬁ@'{ Rrgreaw reasonable, informed and fair minded =l ﬁ*ﬁ% HEERI R “@Tﬂ tf%' RIL°ER %’W
| 'WQH% Iqq m “reasonable observer” W&l TeaTal FANT ‘Tﬁ, W TG T 9 ST el
TedIaTs HEE SR % TRAT |

% FE IEEHT TS A & AGAN &7 T BIgA [QUDT §7g, el AEA § AR Hel 8 AT -
EKED IlTﬁ%_'f, %@E Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 69-70

°¥ Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 70 states “If there is a real ground for doubt, that doubt should ordinarily be
resolved in favour of recusal.”




R AR T AR AR ARATUF AT | 430

objective, is founded in the need for public confidence in the judiciary, and is not based purely
upon the assessment by other judges of the capacity or performance of a colleague.***

A Fq R g b qEvES R A fogg /el aeqHy ' sy
9 S WET U T g1 qX Wi arerg qeie fee Fe wet Fege
75 [ T THaT A9 § A HAAE HEA AT T A b HiHg q Al
AEAEE T qjﬁl_ﬁ' Tl feufd (a situation of actual bias) E% ﬁﬁ, FEdfad T IAT
TEE Ukl o1 et Tet arahiE wa T g | get awdEd wIar qEes
fRufd o WA T T 9o, W% Ut wEEud UL GRS AT T A Aed
TEEH] TIFHT ANTFTETS aediua T+ @ive, ~amandeel a8 FSader & e aw
U FEAIA T TEIEHT A g g W a7 FEe warndierer ey e
1 o FAH! T T |

FEA: AFTAE AAEAS TAEH TATAT FAeddT T H1E 9ol §, Taf
TEAEH! ARqcAdTs BE (& ATMFH ARdAds TMUT W [ | A a8
e e o e e, uRRuReE a5 daedad ®HT TEUE g1 Fuld g T
IS I Ted T ATasie B! BRI AT qEeh! Hequr Ts T 575
W T W gy | e Wt e wiee wh Hah e YA ahers
B s aFuE gy, Fosarer il weeew died B samndeee |
AHEUH T |

AT AR WS U W AT T TT B b B AT AR Bl e e
AT Y WA T WA A AT g q8 R T | S9! oqearEia
qEeaT U1 TMER SARh & A grg | I8 B @A B T R 9o O 9ee
fofr T @ qecRs fafeememn sErader @ e ] A9 Fe geadee
m%ﬁ:

o THY WEH FERh B9 & AHE TSidd GEHT Fewd [ ar A adl A
RIT 97 BT I qET BHeIE AThed AN’ T ge |

o I oW, S qer i get, At gea, R qor e @
AT S=a |

T A AAES] ATAR AT [euer Aedr Arergt g fuid wvg | A gEraEe

TETEEIe A

*°* Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 70 citing different cases.
%% Wewaykum Indian Band v Canada, Supreme Court of Canada, [2004] 2 LRC 692
*°® Commentary on Bangalore Principes at p 73-74
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o HET B =ArATdIeT T WEThl qetfer [arar v g WA,

o T WEHT FA UL ARAT e BER oAk WH g kW eafhdw
rafed Tt THEEATE S Gl AR THEAT T qere e WA,

o fEEdn wEfad FArweEgan mndieer gET ugelY sueh WA aRITEl BRI
=TI =AY e ATTFT WU,

o BRU IR GEET U ATE] THE, AVE, THATE AT AEREE Faredl T
TFLT W WA, T

o W T AN AT AW WAy AEG A1 WY deEaEd Rue g o3
AR 9 S HET e gegl euh AT |

Lawyers Responsible for Professional Acts of Partners
A solicitor or similar lawyer practicing in a firm or company of lawyers may be legally
responsible for the professional acts of the other partners. He or she may therefore owe a duty as
partner to clients of the firm even though he or she had never acted for them personally and knows
nothing of their affairs. Accordingly, a judge who had previously been a member of such a firm or
company should not sit on any case in which the judge’s appointment, at least for a period of time

after which it is reasonable to assume that any perception of imputed knowledge is spent. *°%

SUE 99 gETdERd A JANIEl Rafanr RO e BeE e
MENGT foae a1 JeEusl AeTgers 8] qOH Tque | GEqHT qaEsl Rafd @
frare =i Fardeers ST SREAH OF S H A1 SAEE g da
HROT farEs! Fequr T Ao aRkfEad 9wt ar e Tard aifusr dEedr v
=grndierer foarasr FETmr Gere g9 Afie o SR S T ' fEe Ted
T FHEl QNS ATIREE [QUDHI TEaT Tel ATIRHT AT &N AHF [FaTGH ~ararere
feuer e ATzl Rufd g a1 g o 2R o gy |

TR YE @ AwE NURT a1 (vus e 9T AR fafd w@aEr
e U Al AT TehTel el YIS TS G TATHT T qeshTel fHarent
AT TR THRETHT FAE T G HUAT AR AE S bl e
AR T oIl A B gy | aX W AvAESA AaeeE g1 SEl A st
A T AEdtE® €A A g Wi v Ry avg et mamdee S
T T frwen @ T T |

°= Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 76
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Y.¥.& ST (Integrity) (THT ¥)

LA e e A E A i M Lo | G M i | R A B S A B
qAEAIE g7g | *°
feequfy

e A T Ty T gEEEdEr ARt ffeT dRa w1 e s
At geefT T TR qoeee W8T W g | e St wdeaet
UM TET WA T T WAl ARG UShl AT ATeY WA e sqaE)
T | I A, GABUE, AHIES! T A1 AGAD! R Aerg Fa1 T T FqA
SHER U | S F 8 A1 WAl o, A 9 q qviewwr ST @ aue
TRUFr g7 | ~aiEw FeT ueer Bt qu A geamd smevaswdr 9 @)

All the mechanisms and safeguards enshrined in laws, and rules for the administration of justice,
will be futile in the absence of judicial integrity.”~"

- Walter Samuel Nkanu Onnoghen, Chief Justice of Nigeria

e U W& U qEERE $ A gy | M Aled [T gomeen
AIIAETHT IETERET Fafd % § 9= o i Jega9eg® 9UHT gl IEER
FEE AT HEM-T 003 o YEMR T ~AMgd M1 a1 FeAfadrers Aed gl
FI gEER T M1 (Integrity) a1 FoarAar AuRardt weee® gl a1 FT @ & &
MBI YEMERe W=aT =A% 0 GHSE | QWA W8T a1 FodAdl Heel &) 3fud
gl @) AfGF T TE WY A WD g7 W) FGE A AG Weg w
TG | A e YR FST O geaferarers 4 FRmer gt w5, Sfemeue
X g, T’f gd =t gfeaiod T wfFesg 1 Global Integrity T ATl Integrity@Ts “a

holistic concept that champions the public interest over the personal and refers to mechanisms that

promote government honesty, openness, accountability, responsiveness and transparency” =

R TReBT |5 AT IR % HE AAq G AT FoARAN HAad SARhd! T

%% Bangalore Principles states “Integrity is essential to the proper discharge of the judicial office.”
¥ Walter Samuel Nkanu Onnoghen, Chief Justice of Nigeria, during the launch of the Global Judicial Integrity Network,

2018

A Integrity IMETATE =T NETEEHT AR Aeamr FeT auser Jst Fsr F 9 ==t wRuE 2w integrity
YETAE FCANA I TH §7g Wl T@HH! 7 G |

R T HETg-geRT ar 99(q) AT SWHUHT T Each State Party shall, in accordance with the fundamental principles of

its legal system and without prejudice to judicial independence, take measures to strengthen integrity and to prevent
opportunities for corruption among members of the judiciary. Such measures may include rules with respect to the

conduct of members of the judiciary (UNODC 003, emphasis added).
X2 Livingston Armitage, Monitoring Judicial Integrity: Lessons for Implementation of UNCAC Article 11, U4 ISSUE

2009:12 atp 10
214 Cited in id.
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EIH AN Bed AEsqEH T&HT A SAhdl FoaRAdd] dad T8 Bl
THMEN, G, Sarhafedl, qookdl T IRERIAErs w5 T U gEead g9 |
w! qefur A F A THEER, gell, 1 i qeR T el g o9 § e
WU AT A |

VENGEN YEEET B W, AGH WA URA TH e WoT el
TERETS WA T ETE=ael U THPT GRATT TR G | T el sfodiieh!
ATTTET AT W1 UG AT A SR WIETR! SN SgHHIgE® B T Hed T
YETER & T A AFH TGHT ANHH] Fray GeaAae g | e Jgamgds &
T FoARAd FegH w1 A |

SRS Hel [Feqd AR Il Sredtadad (T ol g1 TI &
ATAR “ATHeTs GPIUHT STl JINT SaRbTd FREH @ T 9EER 2l ar
EFET AMdE o7 A7 Gifd =1 I AfdE e ATE ol AT SAEEE AT
Tkl A A g Wy | HREraE Aidbaead @ T S AE R ATl
EEqET g4 WAH! FPfieE FEE Whl wefa T SR EERER W any

inappropriate influence on the impartiality of the judicial process by any actor within the court

system and refers to any inappropriate influence on judicial proceedings and judgments”. ™ ar
qRATITST <A B g TS T TG GAeTE YT B G T
qf e AR Bl g T, Wi a1 RepEEaens e whee | o
“AME AT Tefar B W WAl B T, A YEER g’ eEe
qIA=a] SAIHAT GHCH! 58 Bl A1 3] AT &7 |

AUE FEEN T == T Widrg aX MBI SgaeR FEdl g1 WAl gETd
& a1 WS Faeam =amndied I8 998 AT 80 s9deR TRl AlHwg 9
TR AEAT @ B HET §7g | AATENT WD AR a1 SAdeRals THETIA
F Tofrg a1 AGT AT % HEAl TAE T T FU GHEE T TRb! dHISS
SARRE] AHEEH AULAWT 2T a1 A € T HI BT dgaR Wik 9 g
FG | AAF TR GHGH] GAEd, Feqerd GAGHT T @E®eid  (informed, fair
minded and reasonable) FARKEE HAY fIUHT G T AT IR AT T
“AIITHT Fieh! WA HATGT AFR T A H W eNauE T AN o aaeaEeet
T GEA BT Rafd g 9 e AR 91 sagrRars AHIIE |

215 Transparency International, Judicial Corruption Fuels Impunity, Corrodes Rule of Law, says New Transparency
International Report, 2007 at https://www.transparency.org/news/pressrelease/20070523 _judicial_corruption_fuels_
impunity corrodes_rule of law_says repor accessed on 15.02.2020
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¥.9 TS FEmde qdRemer g o aeer Sl 89w 33
=TSl AR g T |
ooy

=Rl ArEsE T Sl e et A yeel THue | wiau
FACATAT ~ATATHITT WIS A=Al T b aTeT qeafead Aaid oW U3 saaeent
THEEH! (U1 {28 Twieiens AN ai T | AT ATl e o W, o
Al ATEYHT SATEAT T, SARKIAT SNATH & A Q] T TE A & S
TN BET UH 3 G AR | A SHAER cAEdl FATNT Wias! R A
AT |, AHUIIHTT AASHT § F€el Wddbd FE T |

Tan v Roestte™®

[We] have repeatedly admonished our judges to adhere to the highest tenets of judicial conduct.
They must be the embodiment of competence, integrity and independence. The exacting standards
of conduct demanded from judges are designed to promote public confidence in the integrity and
impartialit of the judiciary because the people's confidence in the judicial system is founded not
only on the magnitude of legal knowledge and the diligence of the members of the bench, but also
on the highest standard of integrity and moral uprightness they are expected to possess. When a
judge becomes the transgressor of any law which he is sworn to apply, he places his office in
disrepute, encourages disrespect for the law and impairs public confidence in the integrity
and impartiality of the judiciary itself. It is, therefore, paramount that a judge's personal
behavior both in the performance of his duties and daily life, be free from any appearance of
impropriety as to be beyond reproach.

AT gAY e AFIdEedl Jodgd T a1 ~aaieidl Ud
FITA TG GEAAT Ai GATST FA B T G| A WD AR FHHT B
ferepefier wiEess T SuR MBS WA @l T % Ted, & Wl arEr ued
Rufd =g o avaq 1 B0 HFERAT TS Geqer HEH T | A T Rafaar rdr
STER THAIE & AT WIS | "HAH] T T wHeed AUHT Ahg®el 4 BT
I T GAATIRI TS €A FA0E TG GFEET aEE @ g A 9
T@l'--?ﬂc

A wegre BT g, & oo el SRewr o g ge, geed T
qfET FER d e O g el =R Bl S wad et T o
oo AHwEEs! G G Aibad | A FA AT AT e AT A =& AN
TG | IERE] AR IAAT SgEaE T A HRAEH! A T, T TAE HU

¥ Bangalore Principle 3.1 states: A judge shall ensure that his or her conduct is above reproach in the view of a

reasonable observer.

*® Supreme Court of the Philippine A.M. No MTJ-04-1563(Sept 8, 2004)

XM= "where those whose job is to enforce law break it instead, the public rightfully questions whether the system itself is

worthy of respect”, In re Hues, 640 N.E.2d 1065, 1067(Ind. 1994)

¢ YEAREY ZET | AER Siedie! AT T THEHIRAl =AaRTE gied 3088 T &3 (])R &3




3R | ~fF AR T AT AER AR E AT

AR eHfaeF FTEEHT EHAT AN g G | TH-aH W qaEs arawe qe
=qrrdierers FaRe WY WuEl e U8 YA sded MRuE gl A
AT IRTTeE FRAET TRUHT TOed IIReE a0 U G| diegodl
TUIAT AT FE ~AAEE A% HeE § O Son iR 9 g v dui
TERATT AT Hed WAl WUHT HA9d SUEEAT GHRTET SATENes g WiEel
2NULT TIUHT | A AdE oA WEIAERH] AT WE HAT TH Gieba |
TN 9= WIUHT T HAGEA 2T T ARAEE AT G T G0 A6 §a
FiEEeT e NS ATASHIARET A IE IR T |

A qed T AFAAEEETE B A1 GBI UMW | AR qqH B B
gt BT =1 A oA AT d9HE g A G 6L Bied, 9% SUEl AqE B
IHT AEAMIE  &HaT qAT Taa=adl T Foqerdr T FUd 1R ariiie e g
IO T A1 T 9 R | il 7w v e fiofa feedar ety T
T 9 FUEEAR 3E i ArEwa® g
o FHF FE GEVE a1 BN apaEr F A Bl @ w6 B Fre wad g

87 2

o T FH ARHIT ATFRH! T F FaaFd TUAd G 2
o TN FH & ARG HF qeH! qAdhdl a1 TAEadh ATATH F?

o T T W W @ g SRy ad@ T aw wfheedrs aF B
T % el e g g e
o T HHW FF €A THIHT Ga&T a1 EETGRY F(d GFA a1 ATFAT e e ?
o W FUT P AAWI AWE A1 TAUE A1 TAd YA Aelled whl c@sg | <
AT e TAeAAT Wed SAh g, TAIUIHT €aeA q¢ =R W

A 9 AE ARSI IREHeddr Bed| AERAT & WA W GISUHT @1 HT
AT ST T, e, TAa-AaenT geei-ad oo [ w1 a1 =gt
a4 H el wiagwa g Mg g a1 99 9 el w9 et Swie
Tedeeals gEAd T THEAT T Hichrg T TG ~ATATdIeTHT SRhId ATHREE T
AH AIET E=H U3eT v qad HEd T 9ieg |

2 Complaint against Judge Ferdinand Farcos, Supreme Court of the Philippines, A.M. 97-2-53- RJC

R IETEWHT AN AUNHT ol ~aNdeE€  Vaughn Richard Walker, Tracy Thorne-Begland, a%g%m@
BTEHIEHT AT WEhel [B4l (Michael Kirby) & ATE T (gay) WUHT B0 b7 | <a€d T4 gfem
AT FAulE ATeTaahT AT TS @I (Edwin Camaroon) ® #TH HIV/AIDS positive WU
O WA Gl IT0 GRS GED] ATBRD] TR AN GeRk B T A0 THT g | T ar
ARaITEEArs ARG T s T we af 3R afEd Aaween g% JuEt g |

3 Shaman et al., JUDICIAL CONDUCT AND ETHICS, cited in Commentary on Bangalore Principles., pp 335-353

¥ Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 82-83
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=g fAfger wrEd 9 90l gEiha WAdy, S9d Aad HE &l T
AR TR FAEel e faTH 9 BEAR Seesd T ged | B
AT Hre AT 9 W BIEH, ST el § e grae sy |
QA= FACATAT A FAUC AT AReT O Rofd e | o Higer wé Rt aedr
TG % aWF FA dEgH, EE ATHER q9 AT Fgeardt A eg Hus a9
TE MGG | TEN BE RATH e W dWE BT e, "/
AR T =T e qeaar e oAredr T hEel T i Tue, Wt
TEATE AT SATISE @ A, I A T SATISE TUHT AGTEIdh] FHHCHT T
FAAE ARPIIG A1 T&Tells AER AAH Qg @ & I8el a1 Anfe daqere 1=
PR | AT ¥a wheT gl 9 wEAr AT T 0T B b G AT B
Joelge T =AMF AR TET FAAE AF AERFT RgTedeed A Famm|
RE AR o T HAGEH Heg W W@l HAas AHd AgHR T FAFET A
Rgras! FegAr TRt T 99 FEe g, Il A aewdl IBR gas <
AETAH TaT AR UGS U TR EAIE |

Y.] ISl AR T AR S SAdiel et X e sese
R 3= AP d I7HE g | AT TR A EE, T W SRy U g
T AFAAEE IRT W8 AR ST B S aed Tqe s | ©
feoaufy

7q e @ty B gvew faeqa == RS g oawqa: deTad gidet
TAATE FARAHT GEAHAT AT HEATH AA BIST IHT BT UF Afdw AREAr a
R wrg| SO qEd A WA BEA, J6d sARh 9 ae Hied TH9E |
FTATIRITH] TORAIE ¢l ~ARTERTeT B! e T Adha-ash! AR TTH TEh
IHT AR T TS WA SRR I B2 (o6 U o T AFIAeears ATFl Sia-ar
U FATUE | I8 STl % Bl AR 0, AR T st i W e
FA FHAY AU TG0 T TAOA @IS R, AT TF 9@ @8 TIed 16 |
AAFT TAAT T F G YEed TR U SSORdR@ AR ¥ SHEER
“AHEES YR e e @GN ST SEege|  Aadi 9ies $A 9
ATAEATD] THEARRT AT IET A7 Sl 367G | A%H AR T STIeRAN
fofa T BRI O ATEERT AT STERR WS AT GESHET TRl
@ 9 el @ Tas 9 g |

224 The behavior and conduct of a judge must reaffirm the people’s faith in the integrity of the judiciary. Justice must not
merely be done but must also be seen to be done.



3% | "R AR T AT AER A UE AT

AT T WA G A W U 3RAue e IRber = eaeeq W
2IgT JER UM SRiF weTawl geg e 3Eg | AR SAEEl $H MR geg 9 ol
aeaT U =ardieTR AT SR, SqaeR T Fmm 4 ke geg)
el ATl THey T Fougagds ol @ ated 9w, 9ee yeei
SR TEH! Hqerar gid srErarn fram Sy o St e g |

X.¥.© 9T (Propriety)™ (T®T &)

Rrgrea: =z T @ Free geERt gy T sRgEdd @)
oot

FFAR RIGTaW BHT Propriety ¥ YIS BN AR RATHT “HIMERT S
Il TRUSBT §, Properiety IEEHI A4 IUIHAT, A & FU I=d a1 AFd &78
e U g | SIF fed 9w AUEURl 9T A Wed deaiiasl Rigdeedl wHarg
“EETEIC? W= Y5ael hEl EEUFH HIW v 9o FA T FEEI e = ANT TGt
EX

AR AR T SARh T WA g SRy e | GEeRgy s
I WAl AaRaed 81| A6 AN % g A T A B4 AeET ue gEe
% ] SFEE AT IITH TG S & Wl G T F T grg "ol ARAT A& & qeg
9= H TG Weed Dl gy | TARWH] TN H AN GEHT F UEAS JqH!
T T RIS O TER B GE Gee g AT Foers BrEET g B e g 9w a9
AN ¥ AT Ioo g | TEA GRATETcTs ~aTaTeeTel g3ad AAT el derg eret
@I | ATE FEE GEERGT e F AN A B HEHEEr qednl gar
a1 SUER WIE W&l W FHAAE TGRS HEL gl W U Uk e T | e
IR e T AT g9 T 39l e B |

&.9 EdE 2@ FRadad RERY geg | SeER Raddst F o geER
ot IR Pt 1 B T AR GO Ty |
feequf

F U B WEERDT g AT G A BB THEAT G B Tq, Foqe, T
fgmre wm T AR aEaEr F4 die wiey a1 e o e

U aﬁ?’h’( IREAREN 'ﬂﬁ'@ﬁ Y :Propriety and appearance of propriety, are essential to the performance of all of the
activities of a judge.

Bangalore Principles 4.1 states: “ A judge shall avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety in all of the
judge’s activities.

RR&
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THAEHER] AT 2L T G | SETEIH] M GCHREH! F AGBI AT
TEQ E41 IUCTE AT THAERT <afth Weal Fih UFER T ge TE RIcH! sqaed
Mg W AT S BIE 9N A AIBIIS] AE GERAET G 18 g ow ad
T TFg | T AGH! [@I0d ASTAdH] LTI JHITHT MUHT TFel [Feandiars aean!
o e feept sgaean witer caedl #4 fada o ared | aER qRErR Bedde
FEAE T EER Fedd 3R FH 9N BrieE THate AEnders g6k Wos g |

“AATRT HT ARG TFIh T geg BT gaeT a1 FEH Afred ThFH T
€4 9 FAHT AT TE ARHR AT A S| FEHT HOTEATA SAeTE g
;ﬁ 9 FEErgee 5 W@gl M AR “Impropriety” HA T Appearance of
impropriety TS U i Heed RUBT g e BUTS U 2 TeqUE | I Tl
F T §3 S IUHT e, fewerar @ g wafg @sr aw)

The judge must be sensitive to avoid contacts that may give rise to speculation that there is a
special relationship with someone upon whom the judge may be tempted to confer advantage. For
example, a judge must ordinarily avoid being transported by police officers or lawyers and when

using public transport, must avoid sitting next to a litigant or witness.**’

aTaT'h'{ Rgrasr feoafmr wiy ST 3Qele® fegar = “appearance of
impropriety” TS o wfiur er A E3y TR Rl A BP9 | el
AT FAAEE [ B AaEiEEas SE AR T, WHN Abaseds
& ATAK TR o | TgUgeTs SAAEEE <A YA A AT
TH I WURT T W Albele®  SAEdEEl died 4 MUl BRO ah
AFACENT ADAEEH AWAA FAA WDl T35 | AF A B ARBN
AFAIH] THIIETS AH AERE! SRAE SG@ § WEaT | A% A1 ARG G
o A gEErens TR STAEEE W SOUAT 99| qU U [HReT aqdar get a
AEAWH G| B ACReH TAERAS GHT HFH FEaET Hled Rl dA9aRd 3@
&g W= FU AT AT T HTAH T |

AN & T ATIIDH T8 WaRAT Jh IABUEE g1 gag, Sedl
AT TS oS SSICadl S8 g1 89 HErhl U8 A1 Athedv aEead S5
HEFQ T A T€q BT FEAEE g GG | WEHTHT AT qeeR ey 3w
7 o 7 e

£ TH Pramand =afe T e o e, sgmm T JeamT ™ gar
A FeA AT BROEE P AR A1 GHEEAE AqET A T T T4

¢ Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 87




3% | 7% AER T AR AR GRS AT

R TR W Praw e Mafaa TRy | e e st PR
T &l @ I8! AT T FART ATHS TR |
ooy

=TIl WA HEdl gIuY WAl 55 WA, U9Sl TCINIG WA el
AT Monk SEd Wiad 9T T AW (Sage) BT WA et & w0 W o
AUET T | AR I O favgas afede! USeT WAg Ja9T arag-g | 9
g e

‘A form of life and conduct far more severe and restricted than that of ordinary people is
required from judges . . . The judges have to maintain . . . a far more rigorous standard than is

required from any other classes.**

A AT WEHA g U W HRO | WH oAbl WAl BE Sad
=il e fead | ARyl S quE aRoTaE Seeed A e et
g | T Al ARG 4 SARBIT Tadeadl T BHeE grg Aol HUdls A Ry
TIET Feqierd ¥ IER oERa] e g7 areidhl g e Heeg:

‘[r]estrictions on the personal conduct of judges cannot be so onerous as to deprive them
of all the fundamental freedom enjoyed by other citizens. Care must be taken to achieve a balance

between the need to maintain the integrity and dignity of the judiciary, and the right of judges to

conduct their personal lives in accordance with the dictates of their individual consciences’.**°

Tl AER GiearRT i fGguRT caewa S SaT A Sed 50
T e, T IASAl UF e Needal g wH W gde Weg | a
=ArATdeTRT PRAETR waT AR PR g qeers TeR e diedr qEe
AT GIEIEE Weal S A G g Suard IRd | wHew @it ae s Fq
TATRETHT THAT ATAHE |

SRHHT HIA MAEUEE TEd T ol AEd &1 &7 grg a¥ ~ardiere
RCTIEIRIEIR el TTTR i B S rdieTET UEHT H I THHR & A S9el
“FIET S T IS {5 e ATEiels TR TR g | FARTETR] B B B
TR a1 g g W= FU AMS GEEH AN AUETE TR G |

X5 Bangalore Principles 4.2 states: “As a subject of constant public scrutiny, a judge must accept personal restrictions that

might be viewed as burdensome by the ordinary citizens and should do so freely and willingly. In particular, a judge
shall conduct himself or herself in a way that is consistent with the dignity of the judicial office.”
* Debates in the House of Commons, 23 March 1954, 1062-1063 cited in David Wood, JUDICIAL ETHICS: A
DISCUSSION PAPER, Australian Institute of Judicial Administration 1996 atp t p 2
Extract from the proposed Wisconsin Judicial Ethics Code, as cited in Canadian Judicial Council, Commentaries on
Judicial Ethics 8 (Les Editions Yvon Blais Inc., Cowansville (Quebec), 1991).Cited in id.

230
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The legality of a judge’s conduct, although relevant, is not the full measure of its propriety. ...A
judge is required to live an exemplary life off the Bench as well. A judge must behave in public
with the sensitivity of self-control demanded by judicial office, because a display of injudicious
temperament is demeaning to the process of justice and inconsistent with the dignity of judicial
office. ™™

AT T SR gy A1 % T gad We aRar o g g e |
7E W U AT Biaud Aeeedr e StiE adgT et ued ¥ qaR W g
FW LA BR T T AT g BUCEH FRYSAAT HEW T U qEE | e
TR Gl T GIHAT AR GIAT A AT FR AT AE SISEEAT WA AE
HAE A g R aHie HSE A FEE e i) el aH e e
ST THIGH S S A1 AIeQEteran =amandier sRee G At 9 A B ae gad
T a3 R 9 o |

Gambling
There is no prohibition against a judge engaging in occasional gambling as a leisure activity, but
discretion should be exercised, bearing in mind the perception of a reasonable observer in the
community. It is one thing to pay an occasional visit to the horse races, or to a casino when abroad
during a holiday, or play cards with friends and family. It may be quite another for a judge to stand
too frequently at the betting windows of race tracks, become an inveterate gambler, or a
dangerously heavy punter.

R TyEEH i SUEaEA aiET Safkheed HAREH a1 d7 |
F T FEEEH TN WH gl e S U e A Ted dar
ARheed] FATEE G| WRAW JIET Gal, Teed qal, TaR Jardl AaHasedt
FAIEE G| TEA FATEEH] AN AAHAA T G@FA TABR T gog W
e afd = are T wE gy R FoeweAr A S Ag aEd )
AT v WET GerarEl TRaE U AT WIE gl ued fhRwsr fHEe
AlPeTEed] A ARHT AT TER TE qe] AT FAT| AE AT
e T T A o P AT R T R SR TR Wy W
e WffAlea Wl SR 9 el 38 e ATEvAE gad | qGerE wAiEw aweh
TRAT T WATET AE SHEER ARuHT Ao 9 i |

€.3 TNl WEOY AE BEE IS HAfa Weq Gt T
IAHEERH! SARKITT e =g T GFIeheh! HRUEIE TEHIT aT Rieqiesn TRUH § &
W 3T g7 Rufdere s Gy |

¥ Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 88
WX Commentary on Bangalore Prnciples at p 88-89
2 Bangalore Principles 4.3 states: A judge shall, in his or personal relations with individual members of the legal

profession who practise regularly in the judge’s court, avoid situations which might reasonably give rise to the
suspicion or appearance of favouritism or partiality.
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feoqfy

AR T TRHT GIEIgE (ol ¥ GOFRETT 2r| a1 fafeT e
e &7 g 9ot g afhdeed T e qqER Yeue diFad weEg |
TSRS TJAITH Ahcle® TSy Ueal i THIadr (qWEd: % IedeEdr)
=T T Al IEET RPEET @A @ | € q WG9 dfebdd T FarardieEe
e arerg Uh R AERa WUET 991 A 9 Saud dar Sied a
Tl 3fmeg | Afhel T AT UIS TUHT S AU gal @Qﬁ 3E® foee! grery
faEEES e U TRURT T | A A GrEruers FH HEas] HEEar 1 T
TaEy (il A T TUSAT ATl qabdl AIAs I g |

a1 ffEra & B =amndier #9 T daE e gl ded | SEsE ue g,
TEHH a0 WAEE Frgl AWl FHAud Afhe® athd avgd, dbaned Hid g
T WG| IJNEEUD] FF-T qlgT d e grg T ATALA® J| W T
SARHEEIH TFIFIAIE JTCT ~ATATAIRIHT T FATh Al G FRHER AH
TG | THAR AT G wred B e Fecaied T g9 9 g
W B o qHUHT afbe e SN qed G T Suiedd A 9 T
AFAIT R FFhe TFEUH] FRI AATHH THAAST § wg MR feafy awar
W A IR T e @i faet §59 ) 8 st weae T saeE
bt TEan Y@ FER FI U ey e SAErdeT Aol 94 T F4 8 T ARt
SAITRL | GEgD] HRO T GATET §og Wl UICT [Aasbefied Thaetebab] ATl
AT YaT B UM eETeddn U €R| qdel A g Rar T Hatg
T T A€M T AT TET @il GG GRS B T AT S e TSI
AN TAH ATNST SAEHL grg | A5l Rigread! feoaiar wamrder afa
EY SAT HEl GEAEE [G3UHT G TS LUl JqY e Hibea:

o TR TR NRUAT HGHE F HOG ASTATHT T2E I TG 9 TR
T WA FEed digd SAETeers. el §9 | aX cAedl vy @l
=i e fTErd g sutedd gv Rafa s wamrdee T ar
FEGATS AT AT a3l g+ T Aeg T{9g a1 Iqt &l Hel
e T AT T |

o FA B HAAEA ANE AGAGHIH! SU WH THAT FA AR AT
THT G HF AT e HH GEHE g A s dad, aaf
TIE AT AT Re =R qg™ IURdd g Abas® @Rl g
YEATEAT TErg A e BEde e gfeed yors aved i §e |

¢ Il Uger A @EEn 9 2093 W A wEd T Gednl quw R |
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gt TIEar Afbdged! AT a9 Waawﬁm@ﬁﬁgﬁm
=TT AT SHAT FAETHA T B |

AT AbAeegIq AT TR TG WehLAT A uieed
TIEg | TR GHNIEEEAT A FAuERE HUHEEAE R T FeEh e
TEAED] ANAGHT GRS 3T TR JgaTs Wicaled 9 TRaas | a8
BRI RIS i B e | e 1 BT 2 G B 11 e [ o R
feg €&

AT B o FH A B AR AT A AT GEAE g A
g W T FEHIAET R g FW g Al Aohl Rl e
Tt R % T e O, S uHtt FEdr @, | A B FEers
FFar TRuB g A AT FUHT A T S a7« fawer [
7 ST grg | FEA WIS WEWIRIT SISt ~Ardieret TEdr JuRdidere
ITHT FeqeAa B gt e e 4 gl T gl
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Commentary on the New Code of Conduct for the Philippine Judiciary
"Constant company with a lawyer tends to breed intimacy and comraderie to the point that favours
in the future may be asked from the judge which he may find it hard to resist". If a judge is seen
eating and drinking in public places with a lawyer who has cases pending in his or her sala
(bench), public suspicion may be aroused, thus tending to erode the trust of litigants in the
impartiality of the judge. Such action constitutes "fraternizing with lawyers and litigants" which is

conduct unbecoming a judge and in violation of this canon. ***
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35 Padilla v Zantua Jr 237 SCRA 670.
%% Bangalore Principles 4.4 states: A judge shall not participate in the determination of a case in which any member of
the judge’ s family represents a litigant or is associated in any manner with the case.
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¢ Bangalore Principles 4.5 states: A judge shall not allow the use of the judge’s residence by a member of the legal

profession to receive clients or other members of the legal profession.

= Bangalore Principles 4.6 states: A judge like any other citizen, is entitled to freedom of expression, belief, association
and assembly, but in exercising such rights, a judge shall always conduct himself or herself in such a manner as to
preserve the dignity of the judicial office and the impartiality and independence of the judiciary.
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Judge may participate in discussion of the law

A judge may participate in discussion of the law for educational purposes or in pointing out
weaknesses in the law. In certain special circumstances, a judge’s comments on draft legislation
may be helpful and appropriate, provided that the judge avoids offering informal interpretations or
controversial opinion on constitutionality. Normally, judicial commentary on proposed legislation
or on other questions of government policy should relate to practical implications or drafting
deficiencies and should avoid issues of political controversy. In general, such judicial commentary
should be made as part of a collective or institutionalized effort by the judiciary, not that of an
individual judge.®*”
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W qEAA AT Gl Hiehl, TATEEs! 999 AR GFEE, 084 |

Y2 Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 99
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Financial Interest
“Financial Interest” means ownership of a legal or equitable interest, however small, or a
relationship as director, advisor, or other active participants in the affairs of an institution or
organization, except that

e Ownership in a mutual or common investment fund that holds securities is not a “financial
interest” in securities held by that organization;

e An office in an educational, religious, charitable, fraternal or civic organization is not a
“financial interest” in securities held by that organization;

e The proprietary interest of a policy holder in a mutual insurance company, or a depositor in a
mutual savings association, or a similar proprietary interest, is a “financial interest” in the
organization only if the outcome of any proceeding could substantially affect the value of the
interest;

e Ownership of government securities is a “financial interest” in the issuer only if the outcome
of any proceeding could substantially affect the value of the securities.**

1 Bangalore Principles 4.7 states: A judge shall inform himself or herself about the judge’s personal and fiduciary
financial interests and shall make reasonable efforts to be informed about the financial interests of members of the
judge’s family.

¥ Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 100
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% Supreme Court Judges to Disclose Assets, Times of India online in http://articles.timesofindia.indiatimes.com/2009-
08-27/india/28160981_1_full-court-meeting-assets-and-liabilities-judges accesed on 22.07.2013
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¥ Venkatesh Nayak, Transparency in the Disclosure of Assets by Judges - Basic Components of a disclosure law and
what we can learn from other countries, 10 Aug 2009 in http://groups.yahoo.com/group/rti_india/message/4407
accesed on 12.07.2013

% Bangalore Principles 4.8 states: A judge shall not allow the judge’s family, social and other relationships improperly to
influence the judge’s judicial conduct and judgement as a judge.

*¥% Bangalore Principles 4.9 states: A judge shall not use or lend the prestige of the judicial office to advance the private
interests of the judge, a member of the judge’s family or of anyone else, nor shall a judge convey or permit others to
convey the impression that anyone is in a special position to improperly influence the judge in the performance of
judicial duties.
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If stopped for an alleged traffic offence, a judge should not volunteer his or her judicial status to
the law enforcement officer. A judge, who telephones a prosecutor to inquire ‘whether anything
could be done’ about a ticket that had been given to a court clerk for a traffic violation, is giving
the appearance of impropriety even if no attempt is made to use the judicial position to influence

the outcome of the case.?*®
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Writing letter of reference
In relation to the letter of reference, judicial stationery should generally only be used when the
judge’s personal knowledge of the individual has arisen in the course of judicial work. The

*¥® Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 102 (para 135)
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following guidelines are offered:

e A judge should not write a letter of reference for a person whom he or she does not
know.

e A judge may write a letter of reference if it is one which would be written in the ordinary
course of business (e.g. a court employee seeking a reference with regard to the
employee’s work history). The letter should include a statement of the source and extent
of the judge’s personal knowledge, and should ordinarily be addressed and mailed
directly to the person or organization for whose information it is being written. In the
case of a personal employee of the judge, such as a law clerk who is seeking other
employment, a general letter of reference might be provided and addressed ‘“To whom it
may concern’.

e A judge may write a letter of reference for someone whom he [judge] knows personally
but not professionally, such as a relative or close friend, if it is one which he or she would
normally be requested to write as a result of personal relationship.

“ATATRTT A FRPT TRABT TRAT owRETs o g1 @ WS
ST X AT SAREH! SCABT WEN TA [ | Hieel HIEl Aol A1 ~AATHTET TEHT
Fafh®! @M AEET T caRheed! AR A UH WA LT WEg | AEAA
frtdon s A g A A b R SRR e B i e
warandrer fuia fesdar weee | e U F9E Aafha v ar ward i
R TN T g HUAT I A FAdbar AT |

=arandierer e a1 geradi RiRarn ored a1 died gee O g e S A
e a1 Toacie WSS Ie¥d & 2, % AU AN oed a1 Seddl am
AT TRUHT G N 498 | B a1 AT [FTaaT T ~AaTahin] SN @
AT S =Tl BEfh=Tay qae | fu HaH! awar v g3 9 BT B
B 9o HU AN TS U T B e | qGel [WIEE q9 Arestih Gt
ferrrar AT gERa g9 RumewEr e wew a1 dear I8 gyl o R
EIGEE! U ILT & T, PABA HEA 7, F W Ao SARHEE Bl BT G AeAadr
TS T@T A A 78 oz [ e 1wy 3 g5 |

€.90 ~AAEINI =Rk BREAe $E TRT WH P! WMeq GoAT ~q1ii% Hesgah! e
TR TR I XIS AR FANT T A1 AR T g1 | o
feaoft

=i @ eRaqar B Wl i Frer T qee e @
TEH! BREARD! qAT A ATHN MCHN T 9Fg | e ISR Foiel Aewaf-aa
SARETE o1 AgFEieed TIAT Yhe T &4 |

*¥S Bangalore Principle 4.10 states: Confidential information acquired by a judge in the judge’s judicial capacity shall not

be used or disclosed by the judge for any other purpose not related to the judge’s judicial duties.
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*¥% Bangalore Principles 4.11 states: Subject to the proper performance of judicial duties, a judge may: 4.11.1 write,
lecture, teach and participate in activities concerning the law, the legal system, administration of justice or related
matters;
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4 Elizabeth Thornburg, TWITTER AND THE # SO-CALLED JUDGE, 71 SMU L. Rev. 249, 258 (2018)

1 Bangalore Principles ¥.99.% SI€HT appear at a public hearing before an official body concerned with matters

relating to the law, legal system, the administration of justice or related matters T SHATATATS m a_'ﬂ

TR ¥.99.3 HT 'ﬂﬁ'@ Y “Serve as a member of an official body, or other government commission, committee

or advisory body, if such membership is not inconsistent with the perceived impartiality and political neutrality of a
judge.”
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2 David Wood, supra note 96 at p 33
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Canadian Judicial Council’s position on the appointment of the judge
On Commission of Inquiry
In 1998, the Canadian Judicial Council declared its position on the appointment of federally
appointed judges to commission of inquiry.®* The procedure which it approved included the
following steps:

1. Every request that a judge serve on a commission of inquiry should in the first instance
be made to the chief justice;

2. The request should be accompanied by the proposed terms of reference for the inquiry
and an indication as to the time limit, if any, to be imposed on the work of the
commission;

3. The chief justice, in consultation with the judge in question, should consider whether the
absence of the judge would significantly impair the work of the court;

4. The chief justice and the judge will wish to consider whether the acceptance of the
appointment to the commission of inquiry could impair the future work of the judge as a
member of the court. In this respect, they may consider:

e Does the subject-matter of the inquiry either essentially require advice on public policy or
involve issues of an essentially partisan nature?
e Does it essentially involve an investigation into the conduct of agencies of the appointing
government?
e Is the inquiry essentially an investigation of whether particular individuals have committed
a crime or a civil wrong?
e Who is to select commission counsel and staff?
e Is the proposed judge through particular knowledge or experience specially required for
the inquiry? Or would a retired judge or supernumerary judge be suitable?
e [f the inquiry requires a legally trained commissioner, should the court feel obliged to
provide a judge or could a senior lawyer perform this function equally well?
In the absence of extraordinary circumstances, it is the position of the Canadian Judicial Council
that no federally-appointed judge should accept appointment to a commission of inquiry until the
chief justice and the judge in question have had sufficient opportunity to consider all the above
matters and are satisfied that such acceptance will not significantly impair either the work of the
court or the future of judicial work of the judge.

) A TG AT AT TS AT~ BAcaH! T Ft @S el 79
AT H B HRACAT FeARMT T 1
feroquiy
AW ogEE] WY A7 THEEAT TRUS] HAEAN=El q& ®BAHdl g1 a9
BT =1 TCEEHI GEAET Grafeerd w18 e (38 e | F9el a1 qaah AT

3 Pposition of the Candaian Judicial Council on the Appointment of Federally-Appointed Judges to the Commission of

Inquiry, approved at its March 1998 meeting. www.cjc-ccm.gc.ca cited in Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p
110-111 (para 152)

Bangalore Principle 4.11.4 states: engage in other activities if such activities do not detract from the dignity of the
judicial office or otherwise interfere with the performance of judicial duties.
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Financial Activities
A judge has the right of an ordinary citizen with respect to his or her private financial affairs,
except for any limitations required to safeguard the proper performance of the judge’s duties. A
judge may hold and manage investments, including real estate, and engage in other remunerative
activity, but should not serve as an officer, director, active partner, manager, advisor or employee
of any business other than a business closely held and controlled by members of the judge’s
family. A judge’s participation in a closely held family business, while generally permissible,
should be avoided if it involves too much time, or involves misuse of judicial prestige or if the
business is likely to come before a court. It is, however, inappropriate for a judge to serve on the
board of the director of a commercial enterprise, that is, a company whose objects are profit

related. This applies to both public and private companies, whether the directorship is executive or

non-executive, and whether it is remunerated or not.***

&R “URF TEHT Tl WEEH AR HET SHGEEA oRd g 96T G|
Taled Tl Al Al R Jar P wuafy o R B9 s
R wE wEe Wl T wrew g |

4 Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 114-115 (para 159)
% Bangalore Principles 4.12 states: A judge shall not practice law whilst the holder of judicial office.
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‘I can see no reason in principle why a judge who, having earned the pension, has retired, should
not engage in further remunerated pursuits, provided of course that they are honourable and not
inconsistent with the status of the judge’s former office.The purpose of the pension is to give
every judge a measure of security on retirement, and in that way to bolster the independence of
the office. It is not the price of a restrictive covenant; binding the retired judge to a life of
inactivity. If it were wished to discourage early retirement, the remedy (which I am not
advocating) would be to fix a later age before which a judge whois not in ill health would not be
eligible for the pension’.

-Sir Anthony Mason ™=
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= Sir Anthony Mason (Chief Justice of Australia), Role of the Courts cited in David Wood, supra note 96 at p 41-42

% Bangalore Principles 4.13 states: A judge may form or join association of judges or participate in organizations
representing interests of judges.

A judge and members of the judge’s family, shall neither ask for, nor accept any gift , bequest, loan or favour in

relation to anything done or to be done or omitted to be done by the judge in connection with the performance of
judicial duties.
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%1 A judge shall not knowingly permit court staff or others subject to the judge’s influence, direction or authority, to ask
for, or accept, any gift, bequest, loan or favour in relation to anything done or to be done or omitted to be done in
connection with his or her duties or functions.

Bangalore Principle 4.16 states: Subject to law and to any legal requirements of the public disclosure, a judge may
receive a token gift, award or benefit as appropriate to the occasion on which it is made provided that such gift, award
or benefit might not reasonably be perceived as intended to influence the judge in the performance of judicial duties or
otherwise give rise ro an appearance of partiality.
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%2 Bangalore Principles Value 5 on equality and principle involved therein states: Ensuring equality of treatment to all
before the courts is essential to the jue performance of the judicial office.

g 9¥(9)
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ElRES f@qﬁ, W’f‘i—cﬂ, HIV 1T TART6T %ﬂﬁﬂl@ (illegitimacy, sexual orientation, economic status, disability
and HIV Status) ﬂ'ﬁ%"{aﬁ EXl
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% Bangalore Principles 5.1 states: A judge shall be aware of, and understand, diversity in society and differences arising
from various sources, including but not limited to race, colour, sex, religion, national origin, caste, disability, age,
marital status, sexual orientation, social and economic status and other like causes (“irrelevant grounds™)

Bangalore Principles 5.2 states: A judge shall not, in the performance of judicial duties, by words or conduct, manifest
bias or prejudice towards any person or group on irrelevant grounds.
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= A judge shall carry out judicial duties with appropriate consideration for all persons such as the parties, witnesses,
laywers, court staff and judicial colleagues, without differentiation on any irrelevant grounds, immaterial to the proper
performance of such duties.
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%% A judge shall not knowingly permit court staff or others subject to the judge’s influence, direction or control to
differentiate between persons concerned in a matter before the judge on any irrelevant ground.

A judge shall require lawyers in proceedings before the court to refrain from manifesting by words or conduct, bias or
prejudice based on irrelevant grounds, except such as are legally relevant to an issue in proceedings and may be the
subject of legitimate advocacy.
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Y.¥.R F&HAr T aEeierdr (Competence and Diligence) (YT T)

g wewar qar eRiiad Fea i FEEEEET g |
feoaufy

% UEHT HERG @ VAN AEIH A€ ol | AT ARl T H
s gaefe T & whuly ATF FErIEEEl R dEvaE 96| S
FIH TAAHT A, AT T R FEafead §37 EH 9ty B e R
I U8 Bled, Jai Haud FU @ed: JEaas] AaRs aaedadT HA dar gawT
Tty R iy T AT T HREE FMA T THO HeaTgTH HUEH dar
gaenea ufed F FofaeRr Jamrdeewr geg | wewar s e weereea
AT | FEHA A AFERAT U T RIS T A GIEET SopE qae S
fvqeTar, TEaSEAT (Fairness) ¥ ZTATHITHT SMI-g | S9Tg a1 SOIATHENEY ~ATATENeTel
WEMHT T, HMA Fa@E T ARAAH ATIT AT SARHEET T AgRAE I
YA @ §7g | GCRHl 970 AUE U W Y gaad q¢ A1 wewane
Hed FEl Taegdl @iod gibreg, d¢ A ~IRTHLH] aiil Feal JUREr T game
Fea | IAEEH EHAT FEHAT SHACATAHT 0T A qC AR THAT A A
ArEREHTHT o 21| Fndierer SO WA ged, ATWEREdl, S9ET €add, ar
TR A U % AEE FENR qeT T AGEHAIH G Ay | AEeAar TR
A T A FRARST AT T |

Commentary on the New Code of Judicial Conduct of the Philippine Judiciary
Judicial office demands competence and diligence. "The administration of justice is a sacred
task...and upon assumption to the office, a judge ceases to be an ordinary mortal. He becomes the
visible representation of the law and more importantly, of justice. Hence, the Constitution
prescribes that he "must be a person of proven competence" as a requisite of his membership of

the judiciary.**

AREHE FEREE fwer wa T e 8, gmEvas Wedd 19, aeEeds
feamgedt T Feaeaaads [oig T R Eeiadr 8| R iadneA Hras! eae uE
FEET AN T T =A% GRATel SEWINT g9 Aled O 98 | ATl sath
TeAas! AT TRefeaes HHHT a5, Giq gl Jaradr, Feant HHard ¥
Wifaieies eaNTeh! Iqaisedrel 9= Tifad e |

*! Bangalore Principles, while dealing with competence and diligence lay down: “competence and diligence are
prerequisites to the due performance of judicial office".

X% David Wood, JUDICIAL ETHICS, A Discussion Paper, Australian Institute of Judicial Administration Inc. 1996 at p
10.

% Office of the Court Administrator v Gines, 224 SCRA 261 (1993) citing Philippine Constitution
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FEAAA MRS T AAGS GEAA O T8 | T8 AT TIh! [aWaEsa saaedraht
HR0 R oremar a1 Jurgar a1 q@ed gge, Ao g e T @ Afw gw
Frea®r frime=T SRR g | A o A AT @ B S A we e
wArATreT A FHAY FRRA(Sober) EAIG | FH @] GETH AT AG AT AT AT B
T AEAH FIEAT | FE A T AwET T wARE a1 AR T deawd oA
IO FEEe wert ¥ ot W w9 g e @ o e o
AARE  FEaeqadl R FAH @ B WEET T qmAd Wal W e
AT EHAT YA URTE T GAHCAT AT AITAAHR] ~ARTENITHT AT =T
aftrer RwRE A FArEndeT Ut g WA cuaedr R g1t A A arem
el

a1 Ffer &1 o =amandierer s =t wdeusht et geawar T e
T WO TR | A TE AR AT BXEH BT BEAT G (Sara e s
BEA | T FHaeas! SR TRaR®T seeieEdrs [ O W T AHedars] Gead
e R gET| A o aRE ¥ AMRE degesders 9 SR e
foue] | Tger ~AEdiens qHEae U THHT 99 JEET WeHd T oNHT giHd g
aog | TERTaHT ARSI T GepEds S SRIGHT <Aid Weed [SEaded a8 B AT
AEE FAHI FRO T T dEHA T A FAeeas qH Wewadb T o
RUELCINCY

G.q AT ARE HE A BAGENaT TS qegIeg | **
fewaufy

“qMAEH FAABT IAT AAHTHT WTAHF Heed 2Tl A HeedH HaE gar
A I ATHA qAd A TeDT T FFHA [QUDT &7 | Haedsh! el =ATATHeen
AARGAAT AT Sie-g | HEAT FAEC EAds G AW WH g | e
FAANA GeAd: TAAEAE T Gl BAEE GEe| A HE 477 HED qo-TaT qd
MAHBAT LTI | ~APMENIT BlEel HIET B ATE=M a1 ARNET @, AT Th
=AUF FAATH T E HE T I g7 9Fg R el HUEE FaH A a1
URIEHI WEIWA FUEEe WA IR SHd geg | TAndieel  SaRh T ®9Ar Wi
JETAAH] HIEAT AAT GH T S BOET G G g4 | 75 Samitersn
I FAT YaIF G 7 9o HAATs ~ARENEed 981 ATd qeg T4l 57 |

¥ JqTeTeRT WU a1 939, Q¥R T 9¥%

X Bangalore Principles 6.1 states: The judicial duties of a judge take precedence over all other activities.
X% “If called upon by the government to undertake a task which takes him or her away from the regular work of the court,
a judge should not accept such an assignment without consulting the presiding judge and other judicial colleagues to
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C.R TAEN A SAEEEE §9 eaq: A Haed qedl avie] w6y | a9
AT AEF B qA B! (At T Fuig T pEr Afdied F|wd T a9
T a1 SHaeddd, “Ae% WRIE T ATE-arT qraead Hueeddd g8 |
feroquiy

ql HAET ©.q B FAANET A€ Bl T TE G| TG ~AAS HRAWA
WEH [l T WA 8IS Yl SqaTdE, T WRE T AqEdEars qe q@eb]
gl AT AR Aaede T ue SR SRR @y Taf uweeer ad
AT B ATAABEHA AMUH  SHATAAR] B HEAETHT Al ARTAqH! Tqcd T
=TT T | IEHT Feqel S T e W@ 3w weree {eEer T AR
TG A ARENEE UM AETAdd] GHEE qEeAl aer Te @nn gal
IAEE U Arfed TIH SAEEAMT W AW 3 Weia qeg T g | TEEd
TEHT ATTATH] AN Toell TEH] AT HALT M | T T ~AATeTgeer
AT SHAAEAIA AT o1 A &7 GH-ad G @ B TEA | a9 gede 96
AT FATAEEHT Ae FHETOR! YT deg | SUaedT WATEH AMUHT
T I AATEYAF e g T Herhl HRAE T FFAE T5ah SR agy |
FGAE AAEATS GHA BT g T =A10 FHEB Ao et af geeg |

AN AT HATT ARTATEEHT Gl TR ETHT EHl TEwgg | Hiau
e ¥ qFE Tardeeas 3@ ey T 9N eyl AR s Janeers
T B Fe g, ATH YEER RIS TE TR o ATAdH g 7 @R
I W | b e el MR T e geed v e, aiied
SHACAGTAT GEAT FAHT SR STANT TRUHT T, ASTCqHT el qA AGIEE
TEl fgrg T Hal B YHESN qEe gy ¥ URUTEA: edrel 5 B
HIEAE HAITATHT JaT AUHT G 9= U AT TG | A1 Geawa 308 T EHRH
FEHIAATS I TEINTT THIE |

TAAURTERT  OEAE AWl AR CHaEaTe e SAre bl
FEFHACE TEH G| & FUAHAEEH Tqcd T FeANaels ~ATardieTdh Hoeash] TH
RIEUH! | FETe HAEAIeTS Ted SEUAT ANAHG o A 9kl ¥l T
U 7G| SHaEdaels GO T Gea Al ~ATATdIeel Seridh! FUeE T aFg:

ensure that acceptance of the extra-curricular assignment will not unduly interfere with the effective functioning of the
court or unduly burden its other members.” Commentary on Bangalore Principle, at p 131 (para 185)

X% Bangalore Principles 6.2 states: A judge shall devote the judge’s professional activity to judicial duties, which include
not only the performance of judicial functions and responsibilities in court and the making of decisions, but also other
tasks relevant to the judicial office or the court’s operations.
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o IRICAHT ARA Yede®al T AR AHHT ANCEET fEar gRa TRTAT I
T Tgfe Welol Fe STSAT ol ot

o UHERAE TEH A1 HALEH A T GG T AAEEE B
TREY 1o g™ gEehT AAT qed AT AT,

o AMTE T HET SUAEAITAT HFIIH FAN T

o WEI UEUA, HIAE, U T YAz Midee RiEG T T Qe AL
WEIHT qaars & ;

o WEANEH TIAT U JLAT To BIRATEN T |

C.3 AAERR TS SES I GFIETH AN AE@RaH T [, G T SAR6d
TEE FEAA T&T T dANdg ¥ SIIH HEAEE dAoquag | a€H! Al =i
T AW STAH G A q I GAAREae ~ATEeT wigat fogaeg |
feoqufy

MAF FTH FA@ TFIEAH] AN OMCHS Q1 STexd g7 | B et ofed
T AaFweenr TTcHE e WAREE g9 TH gl TGS JId THa a) T
AT TAEET & b | T&! ATEdaddrals [@eR TR =AUl Tadh! SRars
AMYF WA IR T T A 9 Agddeears 9T ALIIAHT
e UeTSY HUEE §F ATCHT BT B AT HAHA SAATHEEAE grAgeEr
A, S ¥ qATEHT B qmedr qeee wed [, €. 3030 F WEHAE g%
TMRUHT 311 *° Al 9 AIEaST ATFdeearn WA T 9% e Hd ALTAT T
AMCHET FTEEE Y& TRT ATHN | A HEAE GCINEETE | =@ &7 wed
Pl AR Gk WA AR AASEEH] TIOA T AfCEE  GARRE T
FrEEdrs LT UREAMT 4820 H THAE go NUH F |

FEAA: FAME TATAA ~ARTHNTETS AGHR A G TaH, Hed Trelehl
T A FaEET 9 RS TE | SO Heqd T ONHET A ATl FAE wdeed!
M T | A e T qE SHgEn el Gednt § GEel AT =1 6 T
AUATH] AATG TE ASAAG | ATCTHH GEAE g IO AGHR T wded g4 @

%5 Bangalore Principles 6.3 states: A judge shall take reasonable steps to maintain and enhance the judge’s knowledge,
skill and personal qualities necessary for the proper performance of judicial duties, taking advantage for this purpose of
the training and other facilities which should be made available, under judicial control, to judges.

¥ RAAT TR Ta =Arardie =t Beadeciedl JUEAMT THAT @ THadh! €T agalRdl 4455
National Law School of India University 19T ‘TF("I@T E3Y gt Tl Gl _N GYAT qRA “'Q% EJIUNIN]
TAHT TET WIGH 2a0EE, Roall, S, W, STIYR, HAHAT AT HRE HRE TR T THA
T TFHAREH! T IRUHT F |

%50 JOTTHT STET AT FTF cadre based system WUHT Jar famer o= HIP el = TR |
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Y AR TFA T § TR Y@ T TF ARTAqH G T O iR
raud A sarEeiE FH seed warndierars fAeqd T Suath diferHa saeEe
TG Agd grg | Ta IUAT ST GEaIe TedlTesd (h A wAaie Hacah! e
T WA g | A AR GRAM T BRI AR WA T FA ARhEER! SaTa
U AR ARAT U Fiad grg Al A BIAH] WAN & F=AE g Al
AIHITF TAATATE AR FHI |

rdiereT Yarens fgq Y Wiy, afbdds @ egd S ab
“TogT =aradier (Learned Judge) ST TGS 9 U @ TI5Tcd HFe©AT g | TET
TIAAT FAETERTEE g A EEd SERel €A 2y | UREgE UHHT g
JEANAT == T G | ST FATETETS B T AFhT WA Bigd i
TAHT AT g vd FAHAT FEEE Feadr T d9d Gl AN AEedd Jed Y
WIAEEH! AR A g1 Aergd| SIIH ANMCTH ~Aradierels Al
AELTH AT (knowledge), HT (skill) T DI (attitude) T & T AEA e | Fawasn
BT BAT A WO AUAST HAHEEA! AR qEH [Hgch safhH #Ed T
GEH AT A A aEgE Wl e g ATHE TRCHT gEAr| qC A9 AT
E RETH Hewaas 997 TSR MRS G| AU%F QIEl a9 BT aaardt
T BN &AA HH T ARheedls &H ATl o= Agd T |

A senior Canadian judge recalls

For my part I can well remember a silk who was a superb chairman of the Bar Council inmy day.
He controlled meetings gently but firmly, he hardly ever talked himself, he saw tha t minority
views got a chance of expression, he summed up a sense of a discussion briefly but lucidly, and he
knew when the time had come to put a question to vote. He was an excellent lawyer, and
obviously he would make a first-class judge; and in due time he was appointed. Slowly the word
began to go round that cases before him were taking too long; for he was talking and talking and
talking. The trouble, I think, was that he got too interested in most of the cases before him, and he
was never satisfied that he had got to the bottom of them; and to keep on trying to get to the
bottom of every case is a perilous thing for a judge to do, even for cases that are not bottomless.
Nor is it merely a question of being a good lawyer. A good lawyer may make a bad judge, and an
indifferent lawyer may make a good judge. The quality of judgment and demeanour in court may
be far more important than being learned in the law. !

=t fore e Fern ugd PR 4| wamnderer Fafkew e ® g,
A UEH P HE ANAA, W T ATAT AUHT ARHEE HIh grgd, AR
IR AEAIHAT & Gl Ao ANS AT A% [RTETHT ASHICT @Il e T |
A 9 dferd THEars B8 MeTHH T Al faeqa ST g | 9 e

%=1 Sir Robert Megarry VC, THE ANATOMY OF JUDICIAL APPOINTMENT: CHANE BUT NOT DECAY, THE
LEON LADNER LECTURE FOR 198419:1 University of British Columbia Law Review (1984) p 113, 114 (cited in
Commentary on Bangalore Principle at p 135)
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% HER NUH Tg A qocll ASTATHT HRRA ARMAHI R0 TIAT TR
TATHAT AT {AF Foeg A Aol TEHhT ~ATATEDH] AR A T DD fAbraa
g feg Mg |

AR Aede =amndears e wad o aear 9 T g w qewt
T TG BN G AR AN AT =1 Hqeadr WA s |
TG T T T Wed g, Rd T wardeers fen R e o
FHRH! I T [FHeyrefa eqae @1 94 g1 TE FAAS gRId T 0¥
qredfey BTl AR A Feg” o FATNTRT qMierd THe T+ v =1 9 4T
P! AR AAUCTHTRT ATH AJeadT AT AT HASThT €T TCH |

=A% FEDT Grawdl & U T g T4 g W TEQl [RIe Y T qer
“AH AJAET g AT AT §IUG | TUITsh! Gras Al Aeal =1 GReegel T %
T AT A gesma T FE B uger @ @ w®q shEd gyl aivea
WRETET SFRT A E  B A W A e G e e
T &g 9 g aX <A RIerd e a9 ysEes ¥ gied | geg |
T gl Sge Rigreas! fevquiar sfHusn o

In order to ensure a proper separation of role, the same authority should not be directly
responsible for both training and disciplining judges. Those responsible for training should not

also be directly responsible for appointing or promoting judges.

AT ACTHT dHT T AR T F g Ad ARG HEe
faren foeg o 211 e —amndirens @en {Y g Sweh edth s 3 e
W PR TMNUH G| qAd: T35 AR [@AEOR T T 9 Mg | TIAT:
“ATHTEER! AN TG SEE BEAHAAT FEee] BRICAH SENHT AT AL I
ARG TUEIEEH! ARAT T FHirad W& GAhd g | e TeRaE aued
AT TR W wEe T gaen | A, el e e et B
AT ~ARMHITEES FEeh FUAET IEEh! TEhul a1 Frile®eh! haell a1 ATFeT Siter
ATFR AH AhHT FAEE q¢ Tgil T AEHE FH HAAEE  aed
AeargT ool A IHEE ! A T Wiqam T qege| T8 Hqers gEad T
AT ~qF UREHET T Faculty F1 SaRdT W ~ORTHREESE H Core ¥
Extended Faculty aﬁaﬁ?ww&@al W?ﬁw IT TR FAMH WS T
= e Feed FFRIcAE T bl gl R Aaw [earers o ww
sHafead T FAfeE e e T wem amdeeEs e T FEn 9wl g
i IJAEEAS ATl It T HASEAT B qE A BEwAeE gured T
'Flﬁv_@R{I [CEC] Faculty Development T@H % HASHHl U3ar \;ﬁ ?\Eﬁ?‘ﬁ RS

%=} Commentary on Bangalore Principles at p 137 (para 195)
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TAATE FIAS AThel BITAT GO ST AAEEEH] RO T SEedd T
e |

78t 9l qeafis B F g A G FTE A 9 cakh s 99w
T G| FAE wEAET B 9 A wEE TERE g (ST ai
VOIP call bypass, forensic science, DNA typing aife) AT AT WeET AT [T
forsteeer & yEwNT U g | Fear HAvvEEdr gEetud cafkheedl dar uH o
e | ~ATAANCTRTHT A el wids TR coaeer e aRear A 93

FUEEH] I daC SAFEAIT T4 AH+3 |

T.Y “IEE AR Rgraee ia T aeadnd gFe aeEir qor 9
TEESTIA AAUCT FILTH WOHT G g [AHEeea gaed @Iueg | =
feoquiy

;ﬁ THIHAT 31*7‘1'{'?@71 Wﬂﬁ Vanishing point of jurisprudence gfy wfeFear | w5
TH ATEEH I AT BAHT TEAHEEHT ‘6 AaUBd HT TAIA FHTA 8
I T W@redr | A BT T AAH®] B GEd @aeeesl @ (Wall of
separation) Y@@l FRI HHH! HIAA TANH! ATAM ARUTFH FAqUBT  HIACS
AT FEEE T W wiHeTed | R e Rufd wsfus g, dwaiea
B ATFA FATAEA SATH THAT [EqR BT T | AT BT T HJbab! B
T @t fwree gEter R g W gl Ewearde T B wme
ATPR FHIAD] FGal THEDH] BRI A AAENEE AqUBT HAAHI AAFAAS
TR o o AACATHN | A Ay B AR WasHeRd Ak
T AR AFHT T FEE T el g A A Sakhad 9 H Aadind
HTA T ACAvea-gH WUHT [AHEeean gaEa @ a3EH S s |

G VAR WEIR gaars gt (ol g veemr fefa gaer aumwe fofea
Haer BY T 970 aRE BHiee TR TRIGHT FUCATEs, g U6 e giar
T T g |
feoqufy

=i w1 TEaeg Ud fgdr giar ®9E qRae T AR wded @ 9w
fgar, sia, 7 afar T TEEd = H T JaRiEd % | cagars gt
T AR AL FRATET HAdas =g Ud Pl gRal T a9 T |

%= Bangalore Principle 6.4 states: A judge shall keep himself or herself informed about relevant developments of
international law, including international conventions and other instruments establishing human rights norms.
Bangalore Principles 6.5 states: A judge shall perform all judicial duties, including the delivery of reserved decisions,
efficiently, fairly and with reasonable promptness.

WY
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Y ARTATHT HIhEE TEHTETH e IS | e ergediarg w=ea T &
FHH FHA GHIAT GF TRAg, W AOEE TR T A GEAE qEqeT 9O
FAIE I T P T G AR A ATATBEA HIAA T |

BRI e e O R FS EC e I e o M e | 2 M e | e 2 M2 e
fofr g aift@ figq T e ded Wi A1 9ER SR Pl geaee ava |§
qFT Fo7 T wead, ) qEers [ofa FEw T T e 9 T qusr 9w @ 9
FEN | A et GATg e i g aius g, credn fifed weer §
faTl @R AR TE eed AdieEEars HERa Wl g1 A diadihl a6
THAMF A 06l HETEE B Tl cATEdTHR T LA haaraeasb
A 3 e computer-basedﬁWT ATTAN HRATEIATS GAFART T B T
Bl

FAAATAD B GFI T G Hl AAERTEE AT i ufead g,
YHTAT TAATAT e T GHATH T GHA TOACIETs J 96 | gratad  sETeraen
FrmmEcfieear o arg TauEdHr fFem RuH g1 FHEE S9dE Tae B
AETCAe! AT GBI TeauT YT e | ~arrdivrel ohel qaT GHIAH! TTe T,
TEHH qAqT ATTAAHT FHANEEAs A qeM T oWg T Al HEA A5 T B
EaEAiEER AN ol AEddl FEAE qaRdd e | JETIH BT gared
ATTAAETY HIAEAHT T TEATH GHRIcHE HIUEE AEhT T |

C.& U AR Gord WS PR gy e 9 qEedmn waiie uearst
FIAEA X 0% AART HEAA Tequs, | A FaRst 1eeE, aeEee, S
SYEEAIEE T 97T qrIg WIHEEET e, G, 0 T 8 9E g T T SHees
FT TG | FEAAH  FHANAET et Favm ar Frewm @
SARhEEE Tl TaE FbReb! SYFER T aEqae s |

feroqufy

“EH HATH] Geaaedr T =A% FReEHr T IasH Uh HRes
FREATar T gareadars SAeg | UF, MW, A Feeae WE e FHeE qvded
T Tty oo RUHT g A W FEEE WEl ATt qeee Ay S
JEH! AT BTl CRAQT W e AT, HHAN, AT daEdl T A
JARTET T O SqaeRers g3q I |

=% Bangalore Principles 6.6 states: A judge shall maintain order and decorum in all proceedings before the court and be
patient, dignified and courteous in relation to litigants, jurors, witnesses, lawyers and others with whom the judge deals
in an official capacity. The judge shall require similar conduct of legal representativeness, court staff and others subject
to the judge’s influence, direction or control.
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AT AIATHT ] I STAeRANHT IREege wRAT faedd ®qdr Jabral
RUBT G| G T8t AT A I eren [ FATET EpRied B AUl AT
TR e W T FEw q ge auf S ek BeE W T 9
TG | S a1 AAIIEE WSl T8 T B AaEER FU G | 39
TeFH, HHAY, FEIHT 94, T HET Fa@rdivfd qeT 918 T 9% Faer THIE | qEH
Tt Uid TR A TG A SHFER ATAAUIIT AT TS |

Conduct Towards Lawyers
A judge must channel anger appropriately. No matter what the provocation, the judicial response
must be a judicious one. Even if provoked by a lawyer’s rude conduct, the judge must take
appropriate steps to control the courtroom without retaliating. If a reprimand is warranted, it will
sometimes be appropriate that it take place separately from the disposition of the hearing of the
matter before the court. It is never appropriate for a judge repeatedly to interrupt a lawyer without
justification, or be abusive or ridiculing of the lawyer’s conduct or argument. On the other hand,
no judge is required to listen without interruption to abuse of the court’s process or arguments
manifestly without legal merit or abuse directed at the judge or other advocates, parties or witness.

ATTCITAT AT AL FodwaT Ufgell ARTeTdhl HEAAH] GEIHAT AT |
SEEd T TFER U FEARIE  ARTda. gRH SASgd; "ae Usel g
DYl T9d A ATATHT FHAGEA I I 9T T QA S qAWE
TAER TG e F GHET IS | AETeddT s T A waeaieed
AR ¥ AT UM Ga AHRICHES  TAEEHAArs 3R T TAIH AETdent
FHAEEHR UM dER dfedr e ke 7|

C.\o R HTH HRAGHT AEAS I e, TOEaar ar TEmar AargaT a4
TN HF P AE AT SHAE A T ga |

feoqufy

WEHH AAENHT JqEd Td AJIIEH R B HFA0 Mg W B
=arndieT T w2 qed A B T~y MRS, 9 T GEHar debeg | HERed
A T T sgEeas wia =i W G, a1 s agerer AaeEes
AT el qedeE F YA T €I | AR AEEHF HET B Ao F qreteaa
TS F AT T AT Rl ¥ a7 WUHT MU SeaNid UEd! MaEd U aed
FuF! NedErere e €39 e W eAEaiie AR T SHers aree
T YA HREE! T ARAI WUHT AT IRUEes oed SEE 9 geatead

=% Bangalore Principles 6.7 states: A judge shall not engage in conduct incompatible with the diligent discharge of judicial
duties.
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ATTCTAHR! HcaT AT GO v | CAEATY B A=l i saard
AERY ¥ SEARRE] AT 9 I GF-ad BT AaaiET HAHHT T T TGIAT
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YAERAT ARG SFET ag 81 97 HATs ~aTareieTel 91 ATA Tedqs |
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TEQ ALUTAH! Goad ~AeH ATIRH] ATIRAT FUEAE AT | FF Avawd
e IR UREYEEEHl TS AERHET AYRET FAeE® wEdl AhE  TaeAd <
R IARETACE; =Aid Tae ¥ SAARIdih! Tad o, ~Arardieidhl sqagRa Al
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APEAGHT "o 8 T AMF  AERHI ATGEEArgars UgarsT Hike AR § |
AEeiarg®l @l T B, AWl GHIEFH JacRd  [AIgeeeEd e FEET,
“ARATEEHT ATATEE, TAZUHT HITEE, Tih! [HaEee, MRS Haer a1 HiiTeEs,
T HINTHT AAREHT TIHEEHATRT IUHI G| AR Ufdelesd Teh! FeTTT a0
I fEREEH yaE Ty F owuEl g o dRegEw w9 wamdeEEs
AR T A HEqH GATE ATCIAREA b A= WIolhl g; bl TR AT AT
% B T P FHEA] IEEEE A GAAG FUeEAs ABR [Grg W Qe T faeror
T FfeE TROF G| ARE AR AR SFar g wowr R der
W G| W P FAEATA GARTH U F |

AT IREGEAT e AERATS AF FIRE! YIS Fecadl AT T g,
AR F=mrha T =a1iie SOeEited qeF AR e SedagTaraedl Sad &
RO G B 1 e o CU e B 1 o | e | D T A e E F R L |
HEE TWH G, T IRIEH GENHA & HE IA0 ool FAEq G
AAAAETAS T, TAEA T THEAB TAST FaHH AqB] AR & gAaag e
T == R g

.9 TS SUGEHRRET Aie GaR, YEER a0 T =aie JmErR

Afgectl THART ~AMAF TATAMAET MM ITREATah] aRAT q&l == g
ATCTRT T | = TG BT TEAST g G | AR, FAAE CATATSHT @I A
AIAT THUH! T TAAA AAIIHIDT AT AAAT ATH ST EqeAT T
I TR SRR B § e Bga g1 46, 9eF Ued $od YEER ¥
AHA TR ATSAH] [ RTINS STl ~a% IaEed a8 o8q 9eq | <

*=° Isha Tirkey, JUDICIAL ACCOUNTABILITY IN INDIA: Understanding and Exploring the Failures and Solutions to
Accountability CCS Working Paper no 247, 2011

5 WRAHT IR J8d gal ~AH THEaml T AREmH i AR SFadl W€ 367 TRH M diegeal
THIW a5 I AIAH] Hed AT AR, WEETSAERT [eadhal qded! S JEERH THAArs qal

TS WIS, TR Ferhell Fool ARTATRT AT ST el T T@erhl el The T T 99




qF AR T AT AR RIS AT | 99

AT Al = TEdeAdd qd B, T i gEqsEe @A e a8
=A% JAEAAAE BIgH A U AT | ATEdHT AIAAH] BRABEH! AHAT
T e T I AER ARl dETerdard SR T Y RO e e
=M ITALETITAR] UIST GLA HINTHT WErg) | = T JoalUcash! I qaedrers
SIAERAT & HEA qEUHT G A= MG AT FY B | ATEAMbdEE JAREIed
FfE &1 FemrT dEer ®rEET g B aduET g

o T ARE TEdAar, FET T Feeaaar fFeg g Fmeredee Moeted

REUNE IPEANIGE R EC oI

o T A T TAAAAHTE XA TSI |

o T IAATCATS HAT T FEAWT FFHER TS |
grofeer! ®UAT forg €3 9% SHAERUE! HAEd A g 4R geaus 9w o
Wlehgg | A% TAA=AATE Lord Woolf T eI WATE THXONT G| S =g “the

independence of the Judiciary is not the property of the Judiciary, but a commodity to be held by
the Judiciary in trust for the public.” T A% TAq-AATATS AT AT TIHT ﬂ?ﬂﬁ

gl AT JORARCAEN B €g T Iad JUHl FAN TG 9e Baers § 93d
T |

FAHAAT A% JAGEMATa qEl ggele el gd TaadHhl B &)
FETAMANEFE] STaedqTd] JEHAd @) AT HAA qHIST ATAAD] ATGAD]

FAB TN a1 WART o A= AW ) GoEAHl % Wi AAAABID] o=redr =)
% AEHIAH! ATAST THE Afears euH gl o & Jea o g7 s
aEq g g |

e eisdi=Ts qqHeedl s IOEIcadial S Seq Hedl ,
Foers et fF 9 gy T fdiewars stegl w1 @t q3dee AEEHE gl wEd
A FUEeT dETEE SoHT G, ~AENTATS “AHEHT AT GO AR DT ATCATH]
A UEAE BAISH W BUHT WAEEE W Y| SEE0E! A Surerdr 3t
YFIAT AT WelARANT eSS afelell agual ©, T “AERaedie

T e ST A SIS T, A HeIEHT oAbt Ged e W& e s
AT ASH T YEER ! [FH FHAEREE Alled AU A% IJoREMIad] AT el == g
el |

=% AT WM g 93¢ TEHT AUEH T4 A T ARE MeueEdrs g JEted wided T
SEEH! A TEET AT AAEAIEEE A FOa, qURAETHl ATER G WH Gl e
WaT HiE W Iae RaW gl hEl S°9 ARIAdqurs gared deTdAdd!] Aded deTad T 9ue
SYATATHT W= Teehl AT ASTATHT T TAHR TMRUH! T | O W= ST AeTAde®Dh! BHAT A
AT AT gRT R 3 T9 o9 ARCIAeeclls AIAed ARTAqH] ATAEAHHT TIH 20! G |




R | v AR T AR AERERATuS deaT

TR Ieadg s 9N ATl oRms T ~arrdieTers 9gere Barsd AT’ ITgUH]
O, TS TAGAAT WAl JOERIeAqE: | A& Gekhl Ay | A TSAIT kG A
JAEITAD] FH HEd ASH =A% TAT=AAT T Iaanded o= Ired F=qer HaH
T QBT q Abd T (D ET R T TR g | G Ad] S
% TEAAC W T WUHT BEEd dead: AidadAds 4 g g
IAEITaes FEqAET Y& T HHAT ~A10% qEa-ens gEraa 19 AreaHes sl
AN ISR AT TeE, YEER fegar TRe dfie, i Sed g9
TG A€ W T cAfhTd Seawiar TR Fer wnfy o Aecaet
W g GFG | ToAHT HEIEE FA FMUHR Geqr T cafbeed Tarsd sawd
b g1 AhaHT Eadede A FRE T sergd =i @t Femeedrs aed
1 T U TR | AT AR S EAET B ge |

AMUF AR T AMUH AR A AATHHT GIRET a1 ST & 2|
AAIIHHT TR B GIRATS AMUE AER T AERIH! Feare 9 Ry T g5 |
Afeet fafv Aeeear i T EERS! Rafd % g 9= 9 9N qeTTe e
UHT G| IEEREFE A-aUed #eE-g 3003 o YEER T Ad e e Ml
TH G| AERIE FFER T AR old B qRE T aEqes Is
HIT TE; TTGT, ATMETaH AATe T TAqal H, IO ARTAqH! Ad qre a0
TEhT FETAN g fRafers v [ | awar Hrer wEreati YEER T At g
e

=% ST a1 et F MRS 99 T B F g AT T IEER
TR BAH TR FHSE | A WBTE, A geAAd! g Al %) Id g 9)
A T T T AT GARART g ) AU AWH AU T A g | T el
FEEIT AER [T A1 GeaiAdens B+ R gfiq g, Afwener TR g, o gl
o+ afeoe = m | Global Integrity T Gl Integrity TS “a holistic concept that

champions the public interest over the personal and refers to mechanisms that promote

government honesty, openness, accountability, responsiveness and transparency”. T afeee

TR G A AR T HAA AA G W AT hAd SARhH] T EwT
AR BeT | Aeaae YWl ATHT cAhel Goaiadiel g-ad Yerd HAT THME,

%0 JqTersh! WU gRT 909 ) %5 ¥ ,9¥%

¥t HETEgeRT o 99(q) AT TSI T Each State Party shall, in accordance with the fundamental principles of
its legal system and without prejudice to judicial independence, take measures to strengthen integrity and to prevent
opportunities for corruption among members of the judiciary. Such measures may include rules with respect to the
conduct of members of the judiciary (UNODC 2003, emphasis added).

X% Livingston Armitage, MONITORING JUDICIAL INTEGRITY: LESSONS FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF UNCAC
ARTICLE 11, U4 ISSUE 2009:12 atp 10

3 Cited in id.
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GAIH, SAThafedl, ToIdl T IRERIATS W5 9 ST FFl-ad gog | Abl A
R F A TEERR, g, HEU o) T URE g 9§ 9caid Wuw
=ATET Wi | AN STAT WeET GeAAd] ST ATthel B SAh I
TUFRT ¥ SAEdd® AEREA qHRd Ghci® aeai (positive self-image) 2, N
T HEAT SHMEN, G, SEhafedl, oaidl T URERIAh! AT SRR
TH g |

% TS Transparency International (TT) o "any inappropriate influence on

the impartiality of the judicial process by any actor within the court system and refers to any
inappropriate influence on judicial proceedings and judgments”m =T i T RS

IR WA (Judicial Process) W= EeTEdl Jooid ﬂ'QTJblf g | GHI: e wERaT
WA SETAANAS YR I gEEg | T AET GBI o ol W AT ueeam
wEll, WHN Aled, WAEHT Ahd, TETEE, AEAdEHET WA q9r gt
FEIh T ARl BT ASUHT WA, R A, ereaear e <
FUGTE TN FRERHT ATHE AME G TG | Sam HETh! SHAT 9 T gedrd
AR ART HIETT  WOSTIAHT e, 98W UAl, e T hEer
FATAITIHAHT UHAEE T | THaAmE a9 9F 98 T J960 ragars qedl 99
WiYedr T docll ARTAdie=hT q¥aed, Aided! deale decll dedl a1 al dgehl ~arardierr
HEH! AT AT AMexAe AT TG AT T ASias qeare =amardiere! Faks a@ar
AT WETAT WIRA THIEFHT U | AATA A TR B ATaRke T AraEeiiy TEaHd
U EaT AT T vITe a8 ANIes; A aeTednE wm A g | e
H FIER AT FeaARAqD! GaWA AH  YERAMT B YEERE H &l Al
YRRATEl TEY TEE YEAEN e ¥ SIS HEW A gegl| A gaEed u
=NR% FETER (Judicial Corruption) T +AT® FeAAM T 7AMUH HIAAT GO T,
qufar a1 FrfafEar aRasr widee 9 e | oade AR AT g
EﬁWHﬁW@Wﬁ,ﬁW#@@WEI%# ATET SATIhAT GHIHT 958
B W T3] AgE 575 |

T Gl g9 g A B0 F A AerBhT AR R A
TR FA=g IRl SHAT 9§78 T a9 (vd G831 GERamT g IR a0
IS | A TR g Sl A BIed -8 YEERA 9 =aie 6 S T

%Y Transparency International Supra note 215

X% See also, JUSTICE A.A.I. BANJOKO-FCT,CORRUPTION IN THE JUDICIAL PROCESS: MYTH OR REALITY,
paper presented at National Workshop for Judicial Officers on Judicial Ethics Anti-corruption and Performance
Evaluation 25 and 26 May 2025 in Nigeria http://nji.gov.ng/images/Workshop Papers/2015_National Workshop_for
Judicial_Officers_on_Judicial_Ethicss CORRUPTION_IN_THE JUDICIAL_PROCESS_MYTH_OR_REALITY .pdf
accessed 02.04.2020



9% | =TI AR T TS AR AT TH AT

HRAEIAS A SIS | el ~ARb GUReEb! HAAT ~ARE AR iedrh! Taraes

PRI Fd UH RS g gAneid -8 MEEREHGR]  STATw!
ferrres wHeT wfer sy g |

§.] URAT® HEIEITH! SeETHI SAGFIEl sqaedr T Y IRueh e
SRR S fgread wedtar €4 o, g wreieET F9h T T R
YR JecTg™ WCHT F T A= T AFCIRAT 6! BT | Afd@r = uReg 39 ¥
FIA®] Sqaedrers T@UE AUale. GeWill gHIEE AaTe AR iedidl Jeadgd
FREAEH A T7g A TE@UET PR a9 HEAas N Faid SIagRa
WEETE Frerat Rl | gwEd: ca8el Bl SaR Rgeadl Sa-aa-s e aeetaa
=arerETaTs gieuar o | wfarad T et Rafaar s aRadT gt
P AT T AER R TR Jeagawl HTT AR 1@y T U3l AER §
v W= A ETET GRAETHT  UREHHT AFCAT T, TGER A S AR BTR G |
JUTCTHT WA BEA ARA UM T SFAR Riged seqee 8 Uiy e T
HERUHT Joclgd A AP TTAERT (Judicial Misconduct) BT FFHT ITA G
Al gFfda Maee aaeuH TErgd | SIREMH! ARl FIMSTHT Judges Act in 1971
Feela TGl TRUH! w0 aRuger FaEdie Rregdr Sudes v o8 T I
TS AHRETAT IR FEgah! IqAe® & HIEUAGR Judicial Conduct and Disability
Act of 1980 WY TRUHT & & Al ~ATIUNTHIT ATANF €TAT ~AATGRTEE GegHhT
IeE B T Mg T g A T e s e seemRe @ @
TRUHT TEAEEHT ATAT T ol FATATAT ETARAN FAN A€ GHAAS 28 IoQ
Tl AAE WH G| IWAE AANIHTAS JAEAT o qedfa A wush Aeqd
WUE G| AAREE A TSIET G Q%00 W STl WEeH geng 0l
Commission on Judicial Conduct I TITIAT TRUHT G| A AWNE ~Aradrer faegaHt
SEE o, ATEA T T I W AT TSB! ~AFNABTH T8+ AR
T JUTHAN A1 ReHEad Hugdt Fim 1 e g s g1 od 1@
‘{T{Jjﬁ ATRISTAT Constitutional Reform Act 2005 ST WCI'%}' RIIRED ﬁ'ﬂﬁ’ﬁlﬁ AR R
ﬁ'ﬂ% AN (Judicial Appointment Commission) EZEED R ¥ e ﬁ'ﬂﬁ’?ﬂﬁ SiE)
s T, sraRardt o T Fafeer @it Reftaaaa T e A w1
G| A e g I FREE T FARE Il FEEr (Office of the

R aﬁé ¥ Rgraw ‘qﬁ@ " By reason of the nature of judicial office, effective measures shall be adopted by
national judiciaries to provide mechanisms to implement these principles if such mechanisms are not already in
existence in their jurisdictions.

X% Chau Pak-kwan ,MECHANISM FOR HANDLING COMPLAINTS AGAINST JUDGES IN OVERSEAS PLACES,

Research and Library Services Division Legislative Council Secretariat ,Hong Kong, 2002
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Judicial Complaints) ¥ TG TRUHT | & T =ASAwGH 9 &1 200Y A
Judicial Conduct Commissioner and Judicial Conduct Panel Act 2004 ST Tlﬁ@ﬁ EENS
Aela FATE FRAE Fegdl S0 g uRd FREEeH] afhadr 98 T
FHAfEFaE TR IEUHT ITAEE SO dF Faedd A% HRATE! AT 9ers e
AT MR G | % AR GRdIH! qaral ARAHT A% IAETd Ter3T gwaar
=% AETS T JAGERAGEdr U, J09R, AL =aied Fah A@RT TeT T
U, R09Y** MR T FE T wEeE IR |0 oA ks g e 209y
BN UTeTS Io9a AT A Tqa=adl [Segdl BT W 098 A @RS e
=t Frafsar Ssaaw —arareeT amed AEETers FamEad aedr | i pueed %
YA TG A9 AE  IAERITaHT UEMT Fiedd cgaedrer B TET o,
TAAAHTATS “Fqd FAMNTd TEANTT STaedqr (Auto regulated institutional mechanism) £l
TN GYIEET FT qel =AM AR T TAEHHT G5 TrAT o[ g T |
JAAFT ST TaEqT Tal 0¥ HI AEUHS AT URYGH! SHAwAT A
qAreT qETAd Adead A Fegdl I o, OEHr ATEREE T T BRAE T
AUHR IRTGA TN TE AOHT BT| AdHE GEEE B e g o
AT I~ IROGH A T AL A ALAT T AT AT T
MET T T IEFER T ATIRST TEIAN TWHAT A IRuEde dqa-a T
FIAEHEINT WET THA FelgT G ouaedl MNUE g1 Ry e oy U,
03 A AR IIW FEGHAERT AAE, GUT AR TAT AR Aiearshl TR
Jodlg, SUFERIYES HAcdh! T ARGl a1 TGHTd Qa1 TG, a8 T B
TEE T g @A WA AEREE Fedd T A ATHRAT BRAE g G
T@UHT G| NAH o AT G A SIY AT ATAT QLT a1 Ao qiaw
TRUHT AR Feg gEee g€ g1 99| d9ed g A&l geed qRuEew!
FEH, AT AIAAH] AN AT ORGT ALIT FIIN A(GUAT WA SARTATD

S I AAAT UIET AT, S qEed, ~arrdier a1 qq “ArneeT a1 qoARET a1 Qe #egare T aEr
HIET W FHIIT AAHT Sk (Lay member) A1 ARG |

AT JEd WRAT BT A A S0 A T 99 A W Uer ot gaed AT wAiiw qEn
TET T AGHT R warndiveE $ Fafs 1 weE @i

The Judicial Standards and Accountability Bill tries to lay down enforceable standards of conduct for judges. It also

requires judges to declare details of their and their family members' assets and liabilities. Importantly, it creates

mechanisms to allow any person to complain against judges on grounds of misbehaviour or incapacity

% "Supreme Court Advocates-on-Record - Association & Anr. v/s Union of India (WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 13
OF 2015)"(PDF). Supreme Court of India. 16 October 2015. Retrieved 17 October 2015.
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9% | =R AR T —arndieThl AERERATTE Aeaee

ARTAITRT ACALTATHT T G QrATIaTe g TRT caaeqadd UTHT TRUS! |
Tl RCH GREEEl AT eamierd e e dewE e
SAAHTATE ATET F W= WBEHG 7 aTger Fo ¥ e w@rerdsr =amndier
BHAT YEHH T T T FEER THAA ATEI TS HEEHT FATST qa STTed]
TRTHT G| ¥ VA qATT ASCIdHT AR THAT AT TN MRUHT FA X
g T HAST TR Ieddgd I, HRUGHAD! A0E a7 G AR HUHT AT
THMEIIYE® ATFT TG Hcaahl qrel Tl a1 A Giedeb T Jeersd Th!
PR AT 6T BFAE O T TE@hd] AGRAT Egmal g 09 FAieH
gared  ASTAdH! ~AATHNSIT. HETANINT AN G Jaedl UAE gaied dardde]
SAATNATS WA TRIGDT IS A TEUHT 2fgwgg | qeiy “Ar=Eiaars) TR
Iedg T GHAAS HETHAWART AR ATaR aasUh! T UEHRLUY WETERHT HEl
AT FFTGHT STFeT Gaaear ware A g2 v = e ufhee o we
HaTT U U TG | T 2T FAE AERET AT TS GEERIH A R
BT WETA] Lol T I3 Wb |

€.3 PN AR

REH  AER T AAENS] AER GRds ST gE q€d] averd
T R W IgEdas) IRUEAT RAT v | S aTaTdee] Ugehl ad
faT W, =@, AW AT, a1 At W Fusar qE@e SEEE T A9y
e geg | vy fodfy @ wwewid & w9 #ieeg g1 4 ug | 9@ s 9
=rrderer T A WA A B Wi qie SamierETT 7 8l erE qeEr St
AR I FFeA0 T A ~AierbEe ARG a8 de dfeg | o
T F AERVET W HEE FEUE a1 caaediuaEe BRAE T G e
I FE| P CAGEARAT A1 GUT AT W AREEEAE Usde Bardar A
FEEd & WA AT ATAOR HEAMAHT a1 STIEAMIHITE deld TIST qihg |
JEAT U W@l A IR e GEAEE g4, AT SEHE 9 IRuE [ 99 T S9!
EATISRIA o o 71 Sqaeaiiuat®! SATaeRT Qg dedas! fadl g7 |
o g A9 EH FEERers g1 B WA BA9d AbdicAs  HABEEHl
rdEEdl FAfhid FRACETAS e g T W 9Rug @1 aiE
AN o RS G| AIFH! AHA-ad q " 50 0 AANEE ~AaaieraTeht

% Y, TR Y TRT IR G|
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FIATEHT a1 IR0 wAerd g X A R w1 Reed gt dda s
U RiEEhT BT aeqHEar 9 AUl 5 |

qaTcas  fafoemeasr gemgmae e dERdE FE gaRET User
TETAYU AR TIH ERA MRS MErg | TSl WANT T OGS
FoT =R dERE §HEa deAee gl B AEE 'Eaed T 9Ew
AEIT®TS RS FFa AT WHidE TG THEHT AT
o, =R R SRaE AT T e IJedg TN FRAE! g1 Sgaed T
SaEH  FEdiiEe FEvaE TR e IRuel gl e JERes
IeTETAHAE] ARTA SR FRAE § 7 GRugee 9eHe A e
FwE! TRUH G| T TEA HRARISI TIMAGAH] STFe] 9 =1 9Rug U, 303
M HA, I RN TN ey AR 6% GAAH [G6d g1 AnT g, a9
e wfeeawr gur R g1 aGE WY A SR =i wEdead at
FE HACAEE @A [HT g A U Fered o emEeadar gl oAl gege
(AT ~AAAABT ATFA B EqqAq [AZHDH] ATEAT TLaT Tqd ATl
TIAT HTF T God TIEd TRIEATEE 0 P | AERS! FE-aHT <M {Qrararhd
% TR YR T ¥ fFamrag skl demedes aReRtE gawd ddrs A
AEREHT AAHEE ST FF 1 AT G| AR ATCHIILEAD] [T FaT AaTHTed
TR R u BuE 2 qwd el fer weml srEer Wl sHiEraE et
THT A, AT e T Wd AUHRH! SN [GH T Fdrars = gieted
T Wl AT | AW R BT weehl UrgeiEe cqddth Sge duE TNuH |

¥4 Peter A Sallmann, Judicial Conduct Still a live Issue? , Paper presented at Judicial Colloquium of Australia, Sept 3,
2005.
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J9 GUSHT TRl I3, WRAH! 5 T UARH  ATUUSTHI UIA T i
ARTEEH WEHHT X Weqd MNCH gl N WA qowee AT oABT AR A
ANEH! qFearg Tl Hogde® gl A HEBEEd AMUd ARG FaHEEH! Sqred
FEY AEH! T, AAEEE & I FGEEE & AT @A 9 21 Hed T faEw
P e IREGEAT T RGHT ERE T A [EEED! AT AEheers
“AF AECHN RIS A& AEFaedel e Hed e e AU TRUHN G| FE
FEN TEHTT T GARAAS GEIAT WA A FeAhAd! FHEE U [95UH! | HE A
a7 S qredars 3 Fisuw g |

. R RAe e T, @R 9% weg 136 P
HETRT T

el T Rifersr 3 seer T gl B weer 9%93 @1 A g ww
A 9.0 ¥ e e Wt fIU| 99 930 AN IS TeCufaH IE G
9 922 GFH AHE THE T 9940 B WEAMH! Hgael AIEAT RAE THET Y|
et e 3 9995 W IR iR S @H awae S Beg w
THR AT, AR T TAHI ARGAT AT BT Aeaiiaq [ageardl SAnasR
AT AT HAhee I Begl HEl B SR WEl ¥R Q& T Q3 dFcmETE
FeAT THS Tol O T AT WHRAE QIEHEH AN AqAE AT | et
I HA A-qid ST TH13 TRAT| |1 fa%g U= Queen's Bench Divisional
Court AT Y T TE Fewed el de @RS Al I A-qH 9 war | |rer
AIAA I ANE GRS G T T TGS HAaaT A9 B899 Ah ASHT AN
TR T AT TR T3 |

AR A YRR IRl T AN HET B g A1 g Wel [ Gk AETSIE T Guide to Judicial
Conduct T &l REES TET Recent English cases include Locobail (UK) Ltd v Bayfield Properties Ltd [ [2002
QB 451, R v Bow Street Magistrates ex parte Pinochet (No. 1 [2000] (2AC 119, Re Medicaments and Related
Classes of Goods (No. 1 [2001](2WLR 700, M v Islington LBC [ 1 [2002FLR 95and Lawal v Northern Spirit Ltd
[ [2003UKHL .35 1 Soold TRUHI G| I9 ATIAH] o A0 WEEETHT &0 ATl aR0Tels 9%
T AST T Fg | FEt UNHY HEe oW fEeer wEer owel IRuE e EEes

https://www.asser.nl/upload/documents/20120516T100304-Pinochet House of Lords Opinion 15-01-1999.pdf
accessed on March 27, 2020

©e IAAE ATFA EAHIA HBEGA G 93 3 300 TEH eAfhe® IRHEA BUH ANGEI, 50,000
Sftheedrs TRBTTA BT P, T AR AT KU, 3000 WwaT FET SARhEEers Al WK
AR T |
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BT 9 TSI “F THEE I HAFH TLTEAE g1 THT FHYLHT el
HHAT AR BB faeg FAFTHT Wal TH13 T AYRADl faeg IHh e a1
TG A= TST Fewdqol W I&ah! A1 T T g zareamsr v W 2|
I3 WHRIET AT (S8 IR B A ST AEh! Hr-adT gIa" A
! o) Fr BT e 9TAr e " aEd SeHRh [ W g 2, 9% damee
e wuafey wredr SRl we T el W= T @t f

BSY A% ASTHT AT 'flﬁl_oﬁ YddTE Lord Slynn of Hadley, Lord Lloyd of Berwick,
Lord Nicholls of Birkenhead, Lord Steyn and Lord Hoffmann gleds! ot qgdT goemat
AT G HET HEd GIAE U8 THAS! Seedqd T A7 GRAcl WA AdbrRaEedr
Eq ¥ 97 A SAfhe®d A HEWT WeWR g9 U8 Wl Haed fRuer e T o
RRrET T F AT AT AT SeETTs WERH g SrfAid ui fauet R
T GIATE §37 THARRe Tredaad [rad GaEEd ¥ aihegl a8d ai TRar |

A HERl @A gl AT Y= I F=dd: BISE A% dedd Y
ARECAT AT i o e 3 g R wT Fghae TAEE e = T O
@ Aears [H3aredl | agHaAT WH! ~aRde® Hed Lord Nicholls T Lord Steyn
o FAAT AT TT AWHT 9T T Lord Hoffmann < M IBEHT TTHT FHET A X
AT % % U1 Lord Slynn ¥ Lord Lloyd & eRT AeRT T oI AeqHdshT LIROT
@ 4 [l ufy e aqElt a9 @ W 9 e B afEe [ e
R SR I S 30 AUTARETH AT A AT B WU WG A T
FAHT AT S | FE B G OHETAT A T AR Lord Hoffmann T S
AT TAE AT Wb GelTdAH! RO EEEA A A T
T AN (IR 9EEE I TRAT T IS SAdae EEAT 9T AU WA ATHR
HITATHT TROHT S A I Il a1 [ifehT T

TE AT AR AFaREd UHIET Srel aqaHThd 1 @iel Hoffmann o
THET e oAb AEaradd 446 IRg FW THT T Lord Hoffmann =8 THST
rETEAEH] SANEA TEH AeTE T SEFT Wbl a¥ Al A9d S P qerd Al
YT AUHT T FH] THAS] TrGAAd T B GEeed TReH, a8 9 afhel gar
E THTET TRl A FT ThHAE A RS T8E ThT FAHN B
Y1 AT FART TSN IAeed 6 qedars WY TR T6 qead Heedl B4
T T BIQEBI MU & T Fa Al UUT | @S Il GYEIH AR FEl W |

5 JPB] THAE Professor Brownlie Q.C., Michael Fordham, Owen Davies and Frances Webber ateher f&m q
HEY, Professor Brownlie o RENEES rﬁﬁb(ﬂl'g g 71% g9 T W)
% B A ASSHT ~ATHNEEH] TIATS speech A |

1o YT Ahdeee AU TAET Frad"gdel A JMeRT YaTT ! {2 |




450 | EF AR T TR AER SRATUE AT

gty TR o B @ e Y H BeE A aedshl 9T WU §Y @it T A
AT 9 Lord Hoffmann &1 Ui A=l AT ST WAl I 219 A% ASH Al
e Ry

IS A% ASdH! Ui

RIRECEE] T3 A% KELE 9: Lord Browne-Wilkinson, Lord Goff of Chieveley,
Lord Nolan, Lord Hope of Craighead, Lord Hutton Ea) ENNISE g’h’qi%,{ *) W, g)
TAER Rafd =1 TR, 1) W AsH, FhDl AN T BRAEH! TN, A A
THEEH! WHAA @ Fufr flg = T AR Y W Rusn e @ e
R ABT FOAAEAE GIAG AU Hoab AT goar |

Ui FHAT ISTTUHT (Hael THe® SANUSHRH eHAl, A-ad  AQTAdan
BT BIIAATS HIA ATFAT ATdoet! AT WOHT Tedt qearg- AdHR ga1 A1 @ g
FARER g1 a7 Rer fHeer seaae R giad T e 9 Ba
AGACETH T BEEAFH] THTSINTR] GeRaE AeE PO | A grgasdt o
TEARUEFA 6 |readrs a o] AqeRe T d@ 7 T Afeqary T9UST gar
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IR fofcs Toaaal wa aWdl 456y HI ST W UAels @Ra T4 99
3093 AT TA “Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act’ ST TRAT| AT UAST &HT IY(J) W ETF“IT T
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X Section 24 reads: Land acquisition process under Act 1 of 1894 shall be deemed to have lapsed in certain cases:
(1)Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, any case of land acquisition proceedings initiated under Land
Acquisition Act, 1894 —a)where no award under section 11 of the said Land Acquisition Act had been made, then, all
provision of this Act relating to the determination of compensation shall apply, or b) where an award under said
Section 11 has been made, then such proceedings shall continue under the provision of the said land Acquisition Act,
as if the said Act has not been repealed.

(2)Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (1), in case of land acquisition proceedings initiated under Land
Acquisition Act of 1894 where an award under the said section 11 has been made five years or more prior to the
commencement of this Act but the physical possession of has not been taken or the compensation has not been paid,
the said proceedings shall deemed to have lapsed and the appropriate government, if it so chooses, shall initiate the
proceedings, of such land acquisition afresh in accordance with the provision of this Act.

Provided that where an award has been made and compensation in respect of a majority of land holdings has not been
deposited in the account of beneficiaries, then, all beneficiaries specified in the notification for land acquisition under
section 4 of the said Land Acquisition Act, shall be entitled to compensation in according to the provisions of this Act.
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¥* Pune Municipalc Corp.& Anr v. Harakchand Misirimal Solanki (2014)3SCC183
¥ Sree Balaji Nagar Residential Assn v. State of Tamil Nadu (2015)3SCC353
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¢ State of Haryana v. G.D. Goenka Tourism Corporation Limited (2018) 3SCC 585

WS 209y H HAA TTHEN Justice Madan Lokur T Justices Curien Joseph GZSIl ) %f@?[, Indore
Development Authority v Manoharlal & Ors., delivered by a Constitution Bench of the Supreme Court on 06.03.2020
("IDA 2020")

Indore Development Authority v. Shyam Verma and State of Haryana v. Maharana Pratap Charitable Trust SLP (C)
No. 9798-99 of 2016 order dated 22.2.2018 (Justice A.K. Goel and Justice UU Lalit) and Civil Appeal No. 4835/2015
Order dated 22.2.2018 (Justice Arun Mishra and Justice Amitava Roy)

Rajeev Dhavan, Judges and Recusal: The Issue Is Propriety, Not Bias in https://thewire.in/law/justice-arun-mishra-
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recusal-propriety-bias. See also For SC judge Arun Mishra, controversy over recusal is not a first at

https://theprint.in/judiciary/for-sc-judge-arun-mishra-controversy-over-recusal-is-not-a-first/310053/  accessed  on
March 29, 2020.

Indore Development Authority v Manoharlal & Ors., delivered by a Constitution Bench of the Supreme Court on
06.03.2020 ("IDA 2020") TN SAATGHT AT ~ATATHLTEE (Indira Banerjee,Vineet Saran,M. R. Shah T S. Ravindra
Bhat FIT | = o wamnderer A1 SoeEHT q€T gHR TG |

3




920 | ¥R AR T FAmETdieTET AER ERATUE qeTTH

TAGE Toerde Tt ST W U, 093 B TR () BN ST WH
TheeFl SE ged T qC qet FAE AR FEE §aT 9SUad SAmee 33
FFAAL 309, A T AR F == T | =

33 YEIET R09% A AR AR ATV WA ATl T@BT A AT
Ui IO 9 W TR At agg; Magsathe! dafbdee s T el i aifiiex
T T A ABEEH TRAE e gy | Hagdhahdl dibased T AB0
R st geeR WMRTe AaRdET qerEr Haem WA TGS G, GHA SR
WWPerincuriumqﬁwwmfmmﬁmiﬁﬂﬁ
o= w@a '(%%71’, ATHFAT afgeTanr a”THT’IT ERET aw_HT’IT TI'éf(predisposed to decide the
matter according to his previous decision) I Iqere Bk e aw_HT’IT %Ej q EJTCF%
AT AT Grg STEd BT | WA T A i G §9 5 9 Tl 9e 3
W W I AT AT gaged | q@d A g9E 9 T qaiveare i
3oy w1 e W Rusfadker 9F ofeer o @ goemeEr fofm T
AEEE WgAe Ted SIAEH TS G, HEA A ST T A qEH
=rrdrert faRTniemRar F A, TqAS AT W WETHT TS AT e Ted
YO T e oedl dehgE T |

SRS ATV AT GET B AT e FATAAT TRUHT ARG UHEH A T, 9
et Afieeer ARRS § | AR UgaT Ma o Al wald MRuH a3 |
TET B ga wer R aedieR et waeEfd v e gereddn SeEsw ahee
foreeT g
o Ul UM HA YEET G TSAGET HEel THT ARMENIEES Ted Soradr

TEUHT o, Bida AT dfeerst Foiasr fada fFfa T o g1 aud afger
HET BT RO ARG ATH URAH] haell TANH A HEel Te weT HTA
b | e giae gal wfaud =ardeeee aRe ATEe Tedl T TR
T AT T IR U G| qEd Wi A PR IOers W B §e Wi T
IO HET e GEUMRT SUEedT T AT Tl 1 €¢ AN, Wellest, de a1
TEtE B, FevaaEs Seer g 9 s g fed g @ ab e

¥ Indore Development Authority & Ors vs Manoharlal And Ors. Etc.Matter on Recusal on 23 October, 2019

¥ fqage qhdle aRe AfTaHE® Mr. Shyam Divan, Mr. Dinesh Dwivedi and Mr. Gopal Sankarnarayanan <1 S&&
THT T |

Y e 33 THEE Shri Tushar Mehta, Learned Solicitor General, Shri Mohan Parasaran, Shri Anoop Chaudhary and
Shri Vivek Tankha <S89 THT G |
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TRA B W P aH ARl AT Ol EE T T AT geAree
[BEEG] (curative petitions) gfF &9 9= At g3 | =

o A1 YETEAAT 093 I W YAHT THT Y W GGG HeT TRLHT FH A
“IRTENITEE Bl | Tl U U ST Y T geafeud YET 2eh! HIROT el &
€A W TERA el B S § e qFg | q€d T Ry 9 geefd
e BRI WET BAERT We GROTH] YHEHEUHI G AR qgr e
AERE TN BT g W qb TEER ET, AAEE g A o
S | A TG & T F ARSI Ao AP T A ey
HEH TAGEH] BAHN TG, T a4 ARSIl @ad 57 |

o ORCIE! WL B GROT g ATHAT TEH F AT | A FAMS AR T e
TIET WIS B | Wl A YRRATET Y SROTEE oo T UNHATSH g gl R
=AM Tgfd IGHT M THHN T | TAATGAT FI e Ao H GEHN TaT Gl
T B geT | A€ T REUAr qEreT gee § go0el®@ g, T AT O] gerd
LSRR 223 (Forum shopping) a1 ~ATATHNTT $ART ©IfUq T W+ e
T IRl aEg | TR FACMs W {3, dEngasl ueen WEd g6 ges,
TAATEREESIR AT TS T ATREAS HHIST a1 S A3 HIAcls
aerar feg |

o ATEHS TH HOAH] TREAAFT €31 Jed SOerEHl F 6] g3 W= FA FA
Rgrea o1 79 Eeael qUME ACH T AT g | qiE wEedd goerasm
T ARENET TqaA T g 9Fg T USel ~AdE HEdrs A T B
€3, TR GeherTe Wel HEE W e g e |

o TER TR HURGTH! GEHET hael T ~AERE a% T EuET AuReE
6% S 9 TEE WA T GEE Ay W P U Hegdhdhee oA,
AT WET BgR W A AR A1 AR (Belligerent) FRRIERT & T
AfeheTEee YT Ted TH Waer W A T TaE g9 6 qh e g |

o B O F HEWl AE € GUAT WET B €9, O e ward A =
FHAT M TREd aRdEas @ad (Real Danger) EZEICIN I (Reasonable
Apprehension) WUHAT HA &+ A8 @I, [°U&T e FFITEAT (Probability) AT W g+
Teg T W WET e HRUEE q3e g |

o T THEHERT TRHT BIAR] SAEAT Ted TS TREAAET gy WA I

HET IS BAT F ATGT G| IS R HOem BT BT G AV AT TEIE

. YRAAT AT FaeeE qHAad Aarmeerer ¥ 6 |
¥ g TET I BISY A% Aeddle A HUHT R. v. Gough, 1993 AC 646 I Jeeid TLHT G, AT
ATATHEEHT TR TG Joohka TEl R RIS H7 9= 7 |
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@ E3Y '{‘é"%?[, A9 IO digel HEAT T BRI ;ﬁ qﬁﬂ'l'{“'ﬂ (predisposition)
CRIEANET] Ir?-lv%g,_'l?f TS m FHRT ford qﬁi—ﬂ_&'(subject matter bias) W=
Mg | AT T8 MRS T&dl AqUT TSR I, qeTelrs ~arndier Ao Quar /iy
B8 “AMIE TqdAqH A= T] &7 |
o HET T AT TFed W HU THAEES “ATHEAE W= T AET U B AT, AT
Aher Fofg T 0 A A dWE 9 T AN gIERT | A 9
€9, A1 AT ATGRAT WEl e TRUHT A0 a1 AW 9 Tadea gaae; | Hel
T el M ATl HAeddls g T 9% AdeEE Wd d9El T el
e oRtfufam # wer Ted TR Ted g, T AEd TEA e A
FEUHAT HelS & BT G | ~AFuiemes] T Ggiad! gars fasr «m ar qer
T AEATE W ATHHR T | ¥
HAHT dhee MEATETHT Tdar gl Healdeal Al Tad SIAGAT T&
T ARAT AT I AE T g | 9 FET e s e 99 e dad
I g AR fFEE @9 T Megdaher aibased 99 SifE @ [¥Y @
qAITSHH SAE Il [ WhepT gl a% 9ol Tardigds gt At o a6
fSifepTers 7 Feae SIS HIRE Tl Avg | TEd HSA e GAHA e Uy |
AL e9 FRU SEREHAG eWl GAd  ASTAdHl  SATTdieeee  gesiardd
SIGATE THHT G| T Tet TeAHH Fel gl B geds T gue e
AT S AT He B AfEar T R e wihu | aedesmeed e, 9
TER FAMRIIE®T qEraT el TCh! O g0 gal ¢ Edd: wAhen ameen
gaTe ST X3 AFCTAHT ATGIAT UHT ASHATS SEIFAISH AT T Aioheeg |
o TR WNRERER qEEr W 096 W ST HEer § W g1 T T
SOTGATE ST GET HACTEHe TR 7 Nl | T8 a1 et fob
T A G A BT AN AEEEr I GAE SO Seg W WA e
WWWW%W:@WW(PTOPTEW)H%WW%
ERRAT el
o TEERF FEAE AWH FAHT FA U T&f | Il T FANEAIACH! 209Y
a’ﬁaﬂ_ﬁmPerincuriummﬁ@ﬁmwmﬁﬁm?@ww{
W BRI I AR 4 B § By, Sfee wfd gewE q B T

Bl wev R A TIA AT AR e WeAid SISal qed: 33FAeE | el {El qed
TNUHT ATAT FFal-gq Ardaers ez gat ar S8 ol 79 2 e #Ea | e, qet ae
fiEmer S Fiives o T 99 ddee T@wl JEEe ediee weqe i | aud weten fofrers awa
T FHA T |




R AR T AR AR ARATUF AeqaT | 933

mmm@ﬁPerincurium?ﬁ'ﬁTﬂi?ﬁﬂ?WTﬁaﬁ?
T FEEE AT 9 3T 3R |

e TR TWRETCES qEET 2095 W hEAl & A IA@dT Tgel SR
Mohan Shantanagoudar <1 &l REAREESEEENIERI TITS WAl T A T IR
TEHAS WHH! IS | GA T T FIRERERIEHT T 209y B Haar
AGEA EN I B SCTEH TSTSAUT A AT AGH A A IS T
TETIT HFY | HAHT TEAT AU A RN T I B B @A FTATEH]
IS W IS AEAHR T, 37 AhU |

e W B AH TET ATEA W GEET FA AMAE €S AEHT T GAUHE oGS
HEH T [l R e B few v R wmndie s e g
ngﬁww?fmqﬁ@@,@ﬁmwmecusal)
&t A HOE WA e | TR e e e o cod @ e e
HET %ﬁ%? ‘ﬂﬁ"_?il ﬁ@f AT Jooi@ AT R v Gough T Senator Pinochet T
HETAT TN TRUMH B W= =181 &g qH T g7 T & H2l Fedl €ard e
e BgeT aHuE gl Rafe ger wRRafRer qgen osee oy
3030 B W & W TH! Bl §a] Tedl GROMH FERg W= AT WEA W
we SRITHET G| AT S TR WA g A W 9 e e g
T A A WARER iEws T 9 % e sfegee | & aeadee
I @Y AT GhHT A |

o AT AR TS AWV AT TUH FARSAE FAETIF €OA FaEH a1 Bk
U TET G| T TS & HET Tl T fAaedi YoaseaH elieusb
ATNEE G DFHER a9 U YU SAErEieel 81 30 SHMREr Sl
AT FERG WHT ITAdH  FATATAIH WU SIS (vae a1 e
ARTETAE TR FHA & T & BRI Ml T o7 Aipud | Weemmed a1
T & I T IR G| I o T HGHHT AACAH U TAATAT ATE
TS HURT N AT 0T A AU a0 T FFS | T IAeT A
T, 9% I WY1 B §4T R TEE T ARhelE®gul Al WA AT
U |

#5 R v. Gough, 1993 AC 646 %1 A T Pinochet case, AC pp. 132 GHI33 AC & IJecld ! g, X ATHTS
FRET B T TEHT G, BT AT AEWT BISE AT Aedcl WEH! UNUTHAT T@E AT AE WA 9
AT HET &1 8 S THHR WD g | TGAT UAH! HET 9 Jeord RS F, T TTA A
BFEAT T2 3 R s frewers AR 3
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J Wﬁﬁ(FommShopping)WmWWﬁl WWW
TRUHT % THaeT TFa-ad ETeEh! el TRUH g | ¥ qHed Ioeas =arres
T Io9 AETdHT HA FAARTEE YT Tew TRUHT ATIGTE THR TN FE
U @y PO wewEt U T el A 9 WiMed | aX e e
ATTTHH AACATET AT hEeTh] GAEEAIB T ILT TP FACTGH] TR
SN TRUHT AATTS o e TNUHT BT A Fel @IS Gobebl o | Il
TW@IUHT TRAT EE UGl ! el Aae JGe | Fear Haemag e
=arardrerer WET 2 R T sear oieers TER T WEEIE Ael WaT A AT
T IS IASHT AN |

o A WIW IO d W B A R A€ A o ST a8 R W B e
AATF G| WG &7 A1 Ted A HU GEEUT AT WA A e, Jar
U% 3% HEMT HRAHT Ol HHUST TEeg | T W gEedied Aegdr 2ed | 9
LT Joerd TRUHT et e g o Seeame 97 o gamedr 9= 34
qfey R ARTED B0 T W OSATERET HETAT AU BISU A gl hdell o §&T
TRUHT FET U T | AGTEd T AT HOGEAT HAG T Wl ~ARENTHT Feie
9 BT T TR WA g A T U 3Rue e Fers geel $ Ted
BT T AT A 9 AT HET UET AAAT Iourgg |

Y. = & g9, A AL g aated st

Febdl o FAAEIET U3 A B q wA A wemedr M
FEEA WET A g1 AR FRUEE FEERTE WET AR FA a9
2090 9 WRAM ATAAH] ATLATH! FRAGH IR g AT JAqHd o€ Gh!
| Tad e TEE EeTh AaeTH AUeaid] HRATEAT T HT a8 I
ATHT Tob A Al g <arameiel & @ J00% W WEE JeH  AGTAqH
=TT 9EH I WUHT Y T R09 & WSS HAhal So9 ~AIIHT qedl HUH

¥ Record Assn. v. Union of India (Recusal Matter), (2016) 5 SCC 808, R.K. Anand v. Registrar, Delhi High Court,
(2009) 8 SCC 106 AT HEMWT TACH Gl FAA & & GFA TRGT 6§ Wl A Fared Faradal Tser
HGANE! HROT o Gebel aie Tl?ﬁ et ‘qﬁ'@ﬁ . If it was the learned counsel’s posturing antics, aimed at bench

hunting or bench hopping (or should we say, benchavoiding), we would not allow that. Affronts, jibes and carefully
and consciously planned snubs could not deter us from discharging our onerous responsibility. We could at any time
during the course of hearing walk out and make way for another Bench to decide the matter, if ever we felt that that
would be the righteous course to follow. Whether or not it would be better for another Bench to hear this case will
emerge from the conclusions, we will draw, in the course of the present determination part of a larger Bench when a

reference is made to the larger bench. HT§ %\j"‘ié g Subrata Roy Sahara v. Uoi & Ors(2014) 8 SCC 470
¥4° Supreme Court Advocates onRecord Association & Anr. v. Union of India (recusal matter), (2016) 5 SCC 808
¥ Justice C.S. Karnan v. The Honourable Supreme Court Of India (2017) 7 SCC 1
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R T FEEEH ITC ARG A T I AERS! AT T ARTATH]
ATEAT T SETIHT HIUEE T (9T
> ARSI FHAH W S SR HRRA AT
AT FAAT qeH ATh EId ANl WUHI BRI AT ~ATTHETEE
ARFER FUHT T WRT WoET s qRveE ga 4| qfedr qed 9 2099
A ATEEA S(AH! AT ARW AT I(d AR BRI IS H T TS1Y T
O R09Y W HEE S AETAAH] GO AT AThATs il HUBT HIR
Y T FA O TEEE HHAE @R O AT ST Hed ST
I B CATGEA A T A (AAER AHAW) UF, 9252 (Scheduled Castes
and Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989) [ERLGED EZA Wlﬁ T AT wﬁ
T TIET RO9E W WG Io AETEAH B TEET Sl e igRl =i
YAEHET ST T IGHUETA ATGTS TS AT qHA GE BRI WU
I AITAEEAS gAY TASUHRT A AGTH IoF AaTAdeh! T ~IrareieTers
SR TEN H ATIET ST T A (FAAER AFAH) UA, 1289 B %
WUET 91 T UEQ | AT JAAE AT HIHEH! BRUC AAZ AP S
AEH! T THUH! BRI AT ATHAT TWRUHT AT | =9 ASTAdHT ~ATATNT
AT ARG TEAT R U AT FeAAe At | e SRR dhers
=TATTRT TIAT HeaT U Zferd AT T T MR |
AHT IRGLAAT HFTE IoH AXTATH A ehl ATGATH] HEMWAT T HTSFTAT
TWH UF Afpdl [UeT TH FARS ARTATH] FHel ~AAHREEAE Gawl UH! gaT
T TA T 9 Il AT el wArander g9 qeTeiaHiy 4 sfsear
AHA-GHT & FEEeTs suo moto ATSIT THA KUHT I3 |
TES W R0y W O HAAe WgE 999 dRIedHl A
ATEEHT GIH TOIIHT HAH! GFARH YA ACReH] AATATAT ATHIET
BHT FAATIAT [ GIATZHT FETENT GHA THT W |
AT FHAA T AUHT TRl AT T AT FaE 3/9/2096 @
WHN F AT I “AATHT R0 1 AT A9 Hhd T8 FEArs o
T | ITh TAATRT I AN [he TRaT ~ATEIEE Toe=RAT Jei WUd! gar
AFYIF HRATET T T T AANAHTH G T 9 FaaArars a0 |
I 3 THT AHEE AGIH Iod AGTAqH] ITH1 AT GehHl ~arndrer T A
T AETEAET FA T FA ARBEE GEAIG GoAdH ARAAHT A eTe el
T | wwad: =TT FHAA ATRTE FF [WUST SEdr A A esy A
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Socld D! FEdl fgrg Wl gared AIadel AFA TH g 1% aid s
YR UH AT UM BTl Abhl SEEE TS A O o
AT T AR AEROHT WA ANE B UCRAHT UM Seelgd 9
SAIETH § Gl W FoIg Wl Fed T |

A FHAA FAAHATAS T T TSUHT Fal [adfey B 9 Ah
FheTd AUH! BRO AT IR AE g TSaA Wal dee R9/9/2096 A
Eal i T B B B 11 2 M FR X A F L T I 2| B L SRS B S e e
TG AT AT AR AGTATHT GFIU ~ATTAIeTells AR HT a8 AR
AT U AAGEE G @EEHH T ATHAS Had aearSTals A A AT
MRUHT WG T AT ANTSS Ao IURed —aRdeeed! g s AtER
TANT T suo moto FIETEN g W+ Jarawt f§3 =arrefier Hefirer =aramefiee® e,
TIAEAT T BT A-AE 97 JSI0| T AALAT, & A AArgUH! W S
TAGQE I TFH TR T GHFHI AN STals Fel G0 IRIEHT TEaT |
T Tl T T ST W S ASTAAHT & ST SATTEIETT AThelTs T
FAREHR T T B=AST WA TWH T FH & SAHET UF Aleall ~arndiersb! e
UF AAFH U AOTEREN oHE RREHT gFeed edl Wee S Wied
ITATETHT il ATHIHT e GFI=e LEahl BT Afoad Wg ACHEAT Tl T
§ WM ATHEEES ARAHT TS GRAH IR 308 Aeadid @ g O 9N
TER | T T WG SOd AEAd] U [E@died Al g o
EaIE U (6 e o 62 M o B L 1 O 1 M o B < 2 B A 1
ERIGEIERCE I ErCaReaIl

T IO FAATCRA SN i STEROET B 4 T A 9 36
AITAAHT HEd ~ATATHERT WRAHT FIH —AATEIs d(eg Sadh] HeAddl 3=
AR qEaT AU (4T |

> AT FA hadal S99 ~AATIHT A Ear

FEAT 2090 I ARG FAA HAGA STH AFATH B AT |
FHAGAT ATCIATT UM Il AT AT WY AT TS T - AATRT ATA=AT
T T Tore R g7 WA T W 9 gerEeA, gue A aor qen
“AEiEEAE AT A Sk e et Serde weeftar AwuE
TR AT G 9IS | ITh TAHT I FAIIE e ACE ©UHT A A T,

¥ “His insinuations were now more pointed, his prominent singular focus being his colleague Judges, of the Madras
High Court (present and former), and the Judges of the Supreme Court, who had a nexus with the Madras High Court,
possibly under the belief, that they were responsible for his tribulations.” Justice C.S. Karnan v. The Honourable

Supreme Court Of India (2017) 7 SCC 1
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ALAERAT GeTd B, AHd R aged, GABIS T el B T BT 9
AR 9 W |
> AT HA feg gared ARTAdH TegUET ATeeIRT HET
STHT TS FHUEE WRAHT ARSI AT aaA s q
c/R/R09¢8 A TN Eeg AR AT AIAAD] ATSANRT HET AT |
TCHTA JAH AT W, TH, Hel dod qaed AaH O I agaH
=il AFEEe. ATEA HET! [hA TANaT qF =qrardier FHAes Aarada]
T YIS T 7AE H THee A ANNE, qMbUH! THIHT AITATAT I
T W AT G ARAT | ATGIDT BN JToq TN AT BTl SATeAT
ATl ThT Q0T B AW WUHT T AT =T AT T 9 ARIEEh!
TH FHA ATHET WOHT ST M| ATE FETedrar A g8 BREw T
ATIHR HIA e T A IIR RNGUHN TET UM “HTeedl S 1 Arardiereee
AE “Toadl SAHD HIH HRUT TOSUHT B Hl Fared AIAdHT TolegRars T
G| T I ATE FAATAAHT TEAHD] AT AHg ~ATATATRT AR Bel3
TR AT TEAl HE® THI T JM AT HeL 9 I ~araneierees
TEHIIAT TR ATHA TAIE! WOHT §a1 Ah foeg =il AUSATH] HET TaH
=TT el AAHTL U ARG A SR T AIAT FHAE R I 0 T
Ry
AUEATHT HATEN AT TGS HUAT AaTeldel (o HHTers I Ugah Iuredd
B AR [GSA T S AN AT AR HUAT a6 (HISATAT A-aaral (& aer
CBI, THEIERTId = UaEd sAhe®ds Uieel STed T TAe® <@l o | o 94w
Il AURETH] GAATE T SIS ESlE T ATHErS HEAr That WM R a9y
TR e ~ATHTEEHT A/ AT ~AIHT HTHE T ISR g w1 a T aemars
e fig @Y W AR W R SRR Fe fw N e gafed g
TATY(e ST FATHHAT bailable warrant ST AT |
Bailable warrant STl 9T T /3/3090 AT Il Svacls GFargs T4 e
T B O TR HUHT BRI AR BT T gel wEdl B IR,
TATEAH! AT ATE 6 ACIEE GUHT T AR o ~AATees] U Qe FaE
T ATHIIR IREBI qaRaIE qET FAZUHT A2 bailable warrent W T+ S==rehT
“AHEE ATheTS b MRS qEE BUBT T W GG TS G w9
TS g B TR WY G ST FAAENEETS J9EE Al e A% Anee
T MY FHA ARAT TYAt Aferdfd foe g T A AGAT Welshl WeEHE T~
ATHFR @I A FEARIE A 0 9 94 T8T¢ T ATl AT ST WU&HT G673
TS O AEERR T FAT | G 3098 AT AFEEE HAAdhdl SoF AIATHT TSI
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FOA B TIHH BRI TEAT HAEE D] Bl qe qared AGTAqHT AT
orir| T DT T WX FA T ARbaAe TE BRAR B g TR
IS FIT ATAN TR grg | AT FAT qG FAS @AY WO TR 0
TAER T BEl BT T W/3/3098 A Il ST AR ARE AR e ITgaT
T AR fRal 1Y T 0 @ e GRT O TRl TRedl a1 ATeeIh! el
fihal for 9 T8 SPoel O USTE ARTAaHT JURAd WY a¢  hi U qiecid B
AT S o W U R W dErerat T e o | 6

ITH FEQ eI AARAd qer ARRER FREE @l gveel Modl WHEE
gl TQaw T AEIE WH T UEH AFAH] ARy JAHT SR Feldls
AT HAH] AAGD Teed THEu T3] A Hee U av =amndier &ier
TR qQA TH WieUHl Aghd [CHAE AE AHRE THA &b g W e
TR T A | IR T QA T TuHT FBicadeee T T A9 ai
YT THT AERAT I AEGH TOH GO T EHN A AR A SR AR
FaEdl 6% F @A T GIAEHT TA AIAAHT JURAT Wg UARET T T ATAA T
b AR R/0%/30909 W AUEATH WEIH FIATS I S+ qlfedr | 9/%/2096 T
AT HAAA ATH AR CIHINH TRH! 9 qared A@TAadh] S el
'GITT'f =it f3%E non-bailable warrant ST TS fFectienT g’i%’l'{zl' HHEAS Ih
warrant ATAR THTS T Al FArd AT U B A ATHFSEE ATGY TAER |

%/OY/R09\e AT AT Hefivehl WETH! AATE A1 T SAA1E & WA 7
[T GAZAT ST S B T ARAHH BR @ T q=qa: 99 099 /1 $Aels
THA TEHT U FHelah! TEC BISTHT el T TS AT |
STATH I [ Theedl ATIRHAT AT HAMel  AETAahl Aqeal
o I WG BAEE AXAH! IS W F YeT FaT Aaedr R 9l T
AT YIS BEARYE qrAS] TOAT T GIAT| Agd q9r deqaed g
ST TWHT BF HAHATH AH T TER T ARAH AA@H! et
JeUHT a2
o TAITHNET WUR U ATl HANCr BTN ACRET AET UL ATET el
TSR ARTEE @OSe, Sl ARl TAER T BEA AHAenaT
TEFHHT ~AETEEET W FEHIAT (collegiality) T TEE-gels TFA VDI
<RIFg | ARl U] ARIYEE JHNUG T Fod WUHT @USHT Il B
AR A& a1 GEdhad! B TR ARANd aRaEe aedl de! Hear T

#2 Justice Karnan while moving away commented, that he may be sent to jail, but he would not appear before this Court
again.
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TN T T ST BT UHAT AUAIG T H WA UF T b | qqe gyt
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“We have no hesitation in concluding that the actions of Shri Justice C.S.Karnan constituted
the grossest and gravest actions of contempt of Court. He has also committed contempt, in the
face of the Court. He is therefore liable to be punished, for his unsavoury actions and
behavior. We are satisfied that he should be punished for his above actions, with

imprisonment for six months."

AT FHAMC AT Al T O AREEH! aRFaR Jocdlgd ]
Afreg | AEdtmdar 5 AR AT Wewd —arndiveEsh FEes eughl w9 o
TH! T Efeld HIE AN T AR BT A AT GEh! Uh ~ATATEeIal
a qferd ATl €IH @ T SREAr | AT AR R T TS WA a6
AR WA AGTEdEH] S=oels AR Y T Gora T HMAT UHATHT G A0 S
FEC TG I B, ADUMCEHT T AT Gehdr qu [ samrdeens St
A THT SRgeg | gared daredel [QUHT ARYEED! UM Il qra-l Tl
MU | T U AT AT AATETHET e ML TWDT FEEE el aaavd
g ~arrferst @ § WA 9gT gEedr R qUR UH e A qEl WRH g |
AERET AE Tl AT HART TEAT HAT AGTERHT HRDHT T,
TEHY, TeFHHEE Ud AT T FIHE, AR, FSEHTH AueeEr qUST 99 B <
T T A |

¥¥¥ None of the allegations levelled by Justice Karnan were supported by any material. His allegations were malicious and
defamatory, and pointedly by name, against many of the concerned Judges. He carried his insinuations to the public at
large, in the first instance, by endorsing his letters carefully so as to widely circulate the contents of his
communications, to the desired circles. Justice C.S. Karnan v. The Honourable Supreme Court Of India (2017) 7
SCCl
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